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Letter to Mr. Dowie), I had not ſeen that to a 
diſſenting Pariſhioner; but it has ſince come to 
my Hands; and I find upon the Peruſal of it, that 


ſio will the leſs need to be conſider d again in this. There are 
ſeveral things in this Letter of the Doctor's which I ſhall not 
take notice of, as being ot no Moment in the preſent Contro- 
verſy; his ſolemn Harangues, grave Admonitions, and in- 
ſulting Triumphs, add nothing of Weight to his Arguments; 
and therefore when theſe have received an Anſwer, every one 
will diſcern the other do no hurt to our Cauſe, I intend like- 
wiſe to be ſparing in my Animadverſions on his Reproaches, 
oe: the damning Sentences which he paſſes upon us, it being 
evident, we are not to ſtand or fall by his Judgment. 


uly Authoriz'd to govern that part of the Chriſtian Church, which 
s within this Nation, and that in all things by them requir'd of us 
hat are not Sinful : To which purpoſe he urges #eb. 13. 17+ 
Obey them that have the Rule over you, and ſubmit your ſelves, &c. 


2 Rulers; which I grant: But then he adds, That from 
s Text it appears, (1.) That in the Catholick or Univerſal Church, 
und conſequently in (every diſtin part thereof, that is) every Næ 
tional Church, there are ſome whoſe Office it is io rule; and there- 
ore, among other things, to give Rules and Directions concerning all 
pircumſiances relating to the Church, that are left undetermin d by 
Chriſt and his Apoſtles. 8 


I have already conſider d the Text from which the Doctor 


argues in this Place; and, ek 
4 1. I deſire that it may be remember'd, (as it is there alledg- 
d) that our Obedience can he only due to things not ſinfully 
ommanded by Rulers. ; | 
2. Ladd, that the Doctor's Inference is not good, that be- 
auſe ſome are Rulers, therefore they have Power to determine 
I Circumftances relating to the Church, left undetermin'd b 


A 2 5 Cheri 


HEN I ſent you my Remarks upon the Doctor's 


any things in it have received an Anſwer in my former, and 


The firſt thing we are concern'd to take notice of, is what 
he Doctor undertakes to prove; That we are all under an indiſ- 
penſable Obligation to follow the Rules and Directions of ſuch as are 


his, he ſays, is to be underſtood of Obedience, and Submiſſion to 


28. 20. but no more that I can find; and therefore thoſe Ci$ 


_ great Law-giver is manifeſt, in his leaving theſe things und 


be to Edification ; for in ſuch things where God has left us 


[4] 


Chrift and his Apoſtles z For they are only Rulers under Chritf 


the ſupream Head and King of the Church ; and therefore the 


n. 
being Rulers, is very conſiſtent with a much more reftrainds 
and limited Power, than what the Doctor aſſigns them. ne 

Our Juſtices of the Peace are Rulers, and yet have not“ 
Power of determining all things undetermin'd by the Parli: , 
ment : They can't bind Men where the Parliament has th 


done it before. 


3. There may be many Circumſtances which Chriſt d-ſign$ 
ſhould always be left undetermin'd , and therefore the Doa 
ſhould produce that Commiſſion whereby Chriſt has impower% 
them to determine theſe things; for I ſuppoſe no Man ca 
doubt, but that he might ſet Rulers in his Church, tho' he has 
{uch a Dcfign. 5 55 | ; 5 
4. That it do's not appear, that Chriſt has left to the Rule 
of his Church, any Power of determining other Circumftance® 
than thoſe that are in order to the Execution of his own Con 
mands: They are Authoriz'd, and required to teach them 


obſerve all things whatſoever he had commanded them, M | 


cumſtances which muſt be determin'd, or his Commands cam 
be cbey'd, they muſt determine. So the Circumftances 
Time and Place muft be determin'd, or the Command 


Publick Worſhip'can't be obſerv'd. And as to ſuch Circumftary' 


ces, there may be Reaſons in different Times and Places, fun 
different Determinations, which thoſe on the Spot will be bet 
able to judge of, And ſo the Wiſdom and Goodneſs of of 


rermin'd. But this do's not in the leaſt eftabliſh their Power 
appoint ſuch things as are no way neceſſary or ufeful, in ord 
ro our obſerving what he has commanded, ſuch as the Crop: 
in Baptiſm, c. | | 1 

5. In thoſe things, in which (tho' the Law of Chriſt h 
really left Men at Liberty) Chriſtians may differ in their A 


prehenſions, Church-Rulers have not a Power to determi 


which tide ſhall be taken. That this is a ſuppoſable Caſe, ma 

appear by Nom. 14. And ſhould all theſe things in diſpute ) 
really Lawful, yet fince many judge them unlawful, and thq# 
are not any way neceſſary or uſeful, Church-Rulers have nf 
Power to impoſe them, for this plain Reaſon, that this agreſ* 
not with the very end of their Power, which is for EdificatioF 
and not for Deſtruction ; 2 Cor. Io. 8. Now, this Power ca 


( 


our Liberty, we are not the better for doing em, nor t 
%orle for not doing em; 1 Cor. 8. 8. It is to deſtruct ion; as} 


08 prejudicial to the Soul of a Chriſtian, if he obeys while he is 
h. Hot ſatisfied of the Lawfulneſs of the thing enjoin'd; or as it 
prejudicial to the Unity and Peace of the Church, white it: 
neceſſitates the doubting. Chriſtian to leparate, that he may nor 
ot Wound his Conſcience. 
. +6, When the Doctor ſays, That from Heb. 13. 17. it appears, 
that in the Catholick, and conſequently in (every particular part there- 
f, that is) every National Church, there are ſome whoſe Cgice it is 
rule. I muſt own J am at a loſs co underſtand him: Thar it 
IÞpearsfrom thence, that in all thoie particular Churches, to 
hich the Apoſtle wrote, there were Rulers, I grant, and that 
chere ſhould be ſuch in all other Churches of the like Nature, 
nas acknowledged likewiſe: But as the Apoſtle ſpeaks not of the 
Atholick Church, I am not able to diſcern the Reaſon of his 
Sonlequence. One would think, that if the Text yields any 
nc gument for the Doctor, it muſt be this; In all Particular 
thurches there are Rulers, and conſequently there muſt be 
n iich in National Churches (and then if he has a mind to 
IMAeaſure the Popiſh Uſurpers, he may add) and conſequently 
Cibere muſt be ſuch in the Catholick or Univerſal Church: The 
Atholick Church has no other governing Head but Chriſt; and 
e governs it, not by any Governour, or any Body or Aſſembly 
4 J Governoucs ſet over it as Catholick, but by Governours {et 
ſtaſter the ſeveral diſtinct Parts of which it is conſtituted. 
he Queſtion now comes to this; Into what kind of Parts is 
be the Will of Chrift that the Church Catholick ſhould be divi- 
- oi84? Or what Notion do's the Scripture give us of thoſe 
undchurches which had Rulers ſet over them? The Dottor ſays, 
er fat in every National Church there muſt be ſome whole Of- 
ge it is to rule. But why ſhould he not look upon himſelf 
J:icern'd to ſhew us the Inftitution of a National Church? 
muſt declare, I find nothing of this Nature in the New Teſta- 
| Ent, where J meet with no other than theſe two ſorts of 
aurches, the Catholick Church, and the Churches of one par- 
lar City or Place. The Chr iſtian Societies of a whole 
Ountry, are never ſpoken of as one Church, but as Churches, 
te the Churches in Fudea, 1 Theſ. 2. 14. The Churches of Ma- 
thétonia, 2 Cor. 8. 1. The Churches of Afia, 1 Cor. 16. 19. 
> ne Churches of Galatia, 1 Cor. 16. 1. Gal. 1. 2. And there 
igreſnot one Inftance to the contrary in the New Teſtament; o 
atioÞt it is not fair for the Doctor to argue, that becauſe there 
- cary&ht to be Rulers in thoſe Churches which Chrift has inſti- 
us Ned, and we are obliged to ſubmit to them, therefore Mer 
r ti. when they have devisd a new Species and kind of 
„ as urches, appoint Goyernours over them, and require us to 


> 
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with, and place it in the Hands of others? that is, Whether 


ſubmit to them. That every diſtinct Church in thoſe ſeveral? 
Countries, had a full and compleat Power of Government with- 
in it ſelf, I can't think will be deny'd; and this was a facred 
Truſt committed to them for their own Preſervation, and other 
moſt valuable Purpoſes. And I humbly propoſe it to Confi- 

deration, whether it be reaſonable to ſuppoſe, that they could 
of Right part with that Power they were originally intruſted 


the Governours of the ſeveral Churches, for inſtance, of Aſia, 
having receiv'd the Government from Chrift over their re. 
ſpective Churches, could agree together to eſtabliſh an higher 
Power over themſelves ? Or could lawfully ſubmit to any Bo. 
dy of Men that claim'd it? If they had no right to this, I think 
the Commands of National Rulers will be of little Moment; for} 
every Chriſtian Church in a Nation, is ts reſume its own Right 
This Power of the Rulers of a National Church, is thai 
Which often recurs in the Doctor's Letter, and indeed is the 
main Foundation upon which he builds, And therefore if 
ſhould leave off here, I ſhould fully have anſwered the Doftorg 
till he gives us proof of that which he now takes for grantedy 
concerning the Right of a National Church n. 
But ler us hear his other Argument, | | 
Tou know that St. Paul has given this general Rule in reference t 
Divine Worſhip, Let all things be done decently, and in orden 
1 Cor. 14. 40. But no particular Rules relating 10 the ſeveral Cirts 
cumſtances of Decency and Order, are to be met with in the Scrijyy 
tures And therefore the Doctor argues, That either Chriff 
was deficient in not leaving ſuch Rules, or elſe he has provi 
ded for the ſame, by this Power lodg' in Rulers. * 
To which I anſwer, That when the Doctor would take of 
: the Objection from thole Words, Teaching fat 
Pag. 14. Do@rmes the Command ments of Men; he tells u 
. from the Context, that Chrift ipeaks only 3 
gainſt ſuch Traditions or Commandments of Men, as dif 
Lranſgreis the Commandments of God, and made the Conf 
mandments of God of none Effect. How truly he alledge 
this, wil! be conlider'd_in its proper Place: We only crayyp 
leave to imitate the Doctor, and to give our Anſwer from thy 


Context, and the Scope of the Apoſtle. Now, in the plagq|, 


alledg'd, he argues againſt thoſe things which carry'd in theg. 
an Indecency and NDitorder, that was not owing to their bt 


ing particularly forbid by Church-Rulers (for indeed this I 
| decency and Diſorder, ſcems to have been wholly among t 


Church-Rulers themſelves) but was obvious to all Men, acc 
ding to the Natural Sentiments they have of Decency ne 5 


A der: And therefore the Apoſtle appeals here | 

h. to their own Judgments *, and thoſe of the Un- * Compare 

ed learned, and even of Unbelievers, ver. 23. If 1 Cor. 11. 13. 
er therefore the whole Church be come together, | 
6. and all ſpeak with Tongues, and there come in thoſe that are 
11 Mlearn'd, or Unbelievers, will they not ſay that you are mad? 
The Practice therefore which he ſpeaks againſt, was ſo inde- 
ent and diſorderly, that it was fit for none but Mad-men, and 
Þ could not be ſeemly in a Chriftian Aſſembly : And when 
uch things as theſe, which are contrary to Mens Natural No- 
"Hons of Decency and Order, are avoided, the Apoſtle's Pre- 
tept will be obſerv'd. But from hence to infer the Power of 
"Church-Rulers by their Commands, to create a Decency in 
oſe things that have none at all in themſelves, is wide from 


ns he Purpoie. The Apoſtle ſuppoſes the things decent, and there- 
75 a Ore urges them; and the Doctor argues from hence the Au- 
. 4 thority of Rulers to direct us when we are to kneel, ſtand, or 
Fr : dw.; whether there be any Decency in theſe things, or no. 
; 7 *Tis extravagant, to think there is any Decency in ftanding 
-rOrat the reading, of the ſame part of the Scripture, when read 


tedg. a Goſpel 3 and fitting, when read as a Leſſon ; or that there 


is any” Decency in bowing at the Name of Jeſus, toward an 
Altar, or the Eaſt. And if there be nothing of a natural De- 
tency in theſe things, the Doctor cannot argue from this Text 
the Power of Rulers to impoſe them. | = 
Again by the ſame ſort of Argument, "twill follow, That the Ru- 
Hers of the Church have full Dower to make, and appoint all ſuch Offi- 
ers (even over and above thoſe mention'd by Chriſt and bis Apoſtles) 
& they ſball judge convenient for the well governing of the Church, 
gd conſequently to make Arch-Biſhops, Arch-Deacons, Chancellors, 
KC ON cials, Apparitors, &c. e 
What has been already ſaid, ſerves for a ſufficient Anſwer to 
ais. Chrift has appointed Rulers in his Church; he has gi- 
Fen them a Power to take care of the Execution of his Laws : 
nd he has made it their Duty to uſe this Power, and they have 
Id Right to abridge themſelves of it, as they really do, when 
hey ſübject themſelves to ſuch Officers as he has not appointed, 
commit that Power to others, which, according to his Ap- 
Pintment, was at firſt peculiar to themſelves : And if the Do- 
or's Notion be true, the Form of Church-Goyernment muſt 
5 the moſt mutable Creature in the World. 
r According to the Doctor's way of arguing, if National 
his TS: urches may create a new ſort of Officers (Arch-Biſhops) why 
2s Uiky. not the Arch-Biſhops of ſeveral Nations agree to make 
accotriarchs? and all the Patriarchs make a Pope? Or at leaſt 
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one thing, and Church Rulers another; as, for ought I ſeep 


is nrg'd upon Children to their Parents, Epbeſ. 6. 1, and upof 
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2 
the Doctor bids fair for the ſetting up of an Engliſh National 


Pope, according to what ſome ſuſpected to be the Deſign of 2 


certain Prelate, who refuſed a Cardinal's Cap. ET 
And what can be more abſurd, than to diſpute, whether 


Presbyters (Officers of Divine Appointment) have the Go- 


vernment of the Church committed to them, and yet make 


Chancellors (a Parcel of meer Lay-men) Judges in Spiritual 


Courts, of the moſt important Concerns, as Excommunications, 


Se. 


2. The Doctor ſays, It appears from Heb. 13. 17. That all o- 
ther Chriſtians are bound in Conſcience 10 obey and ſubmit to the ſaid 


Rulers of the Church, 


I anſwer in the Doctor's own Words, That as far as the Pow. 
er of the Ruler doth extend on the one hand, ſo far on the other ſide 
7s to be exterded the Obedience of thoſe under Rule; that is, A 
Chriſtian is bound to obey thoſe whom God bas ſet over him. 
fo long as they act according to their Commiſnon; but wher 
they go beyond that, they become Tyrannical, and he is at bi 


. Liberty... 


But the Doctor argues, That there is no Limitation annex'd. 
whereby the Obedience required ſhould be reſtrain'd to ſuch Matter 
as are determin'd by Chriſt and his Apoſtles. | 

I anſwer, There is no Limitation annex'd when we are requi 
red to obey Magiſtrates, Tit. 3, 1. And yet this Nation is very 
ſenſible, that iuch may go beyond the Power that is committed 
to them, and that then Subjects are not bound to obey. 4 

Or again, it is very poſſible that Civil Rulers may comman@ 


is actually the Caſe as to the whole Body of the Canons of 1640 


and of many of thoſe of 1603. Or again, the like Obedienq 


Servants to their Maſters, ver. 5- And thele muft be ſuppo 
ſed not to interfere with one another: And therefore tis plairg 
we muſt here diſtinguiſh the Nature of the ſeveral Powers! 
and in the particular Caſe before us, muſt judge what rh 
Obedience is that we are to yield to the Rulers of the Church 
by the Commiſſion and Authority they have receiv 'd from 
Chrift ; and what that is Thave oblerv'd already. But farthe 


the Text it ſelf do's contain a Limitation in the Realon that 


given, for they watch for your Souls: And therefore fo long on 
as they watch for the Good of my Soul, and in thofe thing 
wherein they do ſo, I am to ſubmit to them, and obey the 
but when they enjoyn things that can't poſſibly do my Soul at 
Good, as the Crols in Baptiſm, bowing toward an Altar, & 
They herein watch for themſelves, and the ſetting up of the 
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onal 4 wn Authority; and watch not for my Soul, except to make 2 
of a Prey of it; and'therefore herein the Apoſtle do's not require me 
fo obey them. 8 


ther But (ſays the Doctor) no Chriſtian can be reaſonably ſuppos'd to 


Go- feruple giving Obedience io what is expreſly commanded by Chriſt and 
nake is Apoſtles 5, and therefore if the Obedience requir d, is to be under- 
tual Food to extend no farther than to what is expreſly commanded in the 


ions, Feriptures, then there ſeems to be no occaſion left for the inſpir'd 
2 "ritcr to give any ſuch Precept. . | 5g 
To which I might anſwer, that ſome things not determin'd, 
id or expreſly commanded by Chriſt, were yet neceſſary to be de- 
*termin'd, in order to the obeying his expreſs Commands; and 
Pow- in ſuch things they were to obey their Rulers. But paſing that, 
7 fide I would fain have the Dottor make good his Aſſertion; for I fear 
„ A it will be found at laſt, that in all Ages of the Church, there 
him have been many Chriſtians (i. e. many who profeſs'd themſelves 
vher ſuch, and were in viſible Communion with the Church) who ſcru- 
ig pled giving Obedience to the expreſ: Laws of Chriſt, and (to uſe 
ſome of the Doctor's words) The Inſpir'd Writer foreſeeing that in 


er d after-ages, (and indeed finding it too true in his own) ſome might 
atter ariſe, who, not ſo much our of Humour as out of Perverſeneſs, 
 Fandd*ſperate Wickedneſs, might be Drunkards, Whoremon- 


{ gers, Liars, Cheats, Gc. (tho thele things were directly oppo- 


JJ cls himſelf, as having ſpoken leſs accurately, and ſubjoyns, Tet not 


43 


J. (ibat is, in ſtridt Propriety of Speech, nat 1) but the Lord. And 


in like manner, ver. 12. he ſays, But to the reſt ſpeak I (that is 


more properly I) not the Lord, viz. By any expreſs Command or 


 Determmation in Scripture. Now, according to this Diſtinſtion, ts 


obſerve or do what is expreſly commanded in Scripture, is to obey 
God himſelf, and not (properly) the Rulers of the Church; and then 
only we can be ſaid (properly) to obey the Church- Rulers themſelves, 
when we obſerve or do ſomewhat commanded by them, tho? it be not 
commanded in the Scripture, 

I do not much diſlike the Doctor's Interpretation of the Text, 
when the Apoſtle ſays, Tet not I, but the Lord; that he means, 
that Chriſt himſelf had. by his own Word, while on Earth, de- 
cided the caſe; and that therefore what he was ſpeaking of, 
was rather to be look'd upon as the Command of Chriſt 7mme- 
diately, and not mediately by his Apoſtles, . But then when he 
ſays, To the reſt ſpeał I. not the Lord; the meaning only is, that 

Chriſt had ſaid nothing of that Matter while on Earth. Nor is 
the Apoſtle to be underftood, as tho' he did not give this Com- 
mand by. Inſpiration, or as tho' this were not to be confider'd 
as properly the Command of Chriſt. To which purpoſe the 
Reader may conſult Dr. Whitsy's Preface to his Annotations, 
who has excellently well clear'd this Matter. And what is now 
all our Doctor's Harangue to the purpoſe ? St. Paul diſtingui- 
ſhes. what Chriſt had ſaid while on Earth, from what he him- 
oy wrote by the immediate Direction and Inſpiration of his 

»PITLT. : | | | 8 

5 Doss the Doctor think this will help him in his Argument, 
to prove the Power of Church Rulers, who have no ſuch In- 
ſpication? Or would he perſwade us, that to obey the Com- 
mands which Chrift gave by the intallible Direction of his Spi- 
rit, is not properly to obey Chrift ? I will indeed own, that to 
obey Church-Rulers, when they command what Chrift do's no 
ways command, is not properly to obey Chriſt: And add far- 
ther, that till they can give us good Evidence of that Inſpira- 
tion the Apoftles had, I cannot look [pon my ſelf oblig'd by 
the Commands they are pleas'd to enact. 

the Apoſtles had no Rule themſelves, they pretended not to 
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give any. The things enjoyn'd at the Council of Jeruſalem, 


were neceſſary things, which it ſeem'd good to the Holy Ghoſt, 
and to the Apoftles, to lay upon Chriſtians ; As 15.'28, In 
other things they left Chriſtians to their Liberty, Rom. 14. 
And if the Apoſtles themſelves claim'd not a Power of deter- 
mining ſuch Matters, I cannot but queſtion the Right of all 
Church-Rulers who come after then. 


I hall take notice of his other Conſideration that follows 


here, 


3 | [ 11 } | | | 
Ind Mere, when 1 come to confider the 8th Obje&ion which he 
is "ſpeaks to; and therefore now pals on his 2d General Head, 
% which is, as he tells us; 5 
6 9 II. To prove that the Gover nours of that Part of the Chriſtian 
44 Church, which is within this Kingdom, are (ſo far as concerns the 
* Coniroverſy berween us and you) thoſe we now a- days call Biſhops, 

» The Doctor is larger on this Head in his other Letterz and 

having confider'd that already, I refer the Reader to my other 
Loettter: I ſhall only add; > We; NO TREE 
ct, ” 1. That the Doctor has here left out the Lower Houſe of 
-: Convocation; who are all Presbyters 3 and yet they in each Pro- 
vince concur to the making of Canons; and therefore one wou'd 
* think, ſhould be part of the Spiritual Legiſlature, or of the 
e Government of the National Church. And he has left out the 
ie Prince, without whoſe Approbation their Canon fignifies no- 
at thing. He has left out the Parliament, who have. a Power to 
'S diſannul any of their Canons, or to make what Alterations 
they pleaſe in the National Church. And indeed it is hard to 
ſay, who are the Governours of our National Church: For the 


1 Biſhops can't in any reſpe& be look d upon as more than a 
4 part of the Spiritual Legiſlature: And as we pretend that Mi- 


niſters ſhould be under Chrift, juſt ſuch are they in their ſeve- 
ral Dioceſſes under the Convocation, bound by their Com- 
mands, and oblig'd to ſee to the Execution of them, ſo far as 
5 the Civil Government will permit them. IE ol birs £4ns 
2. As it is unreaſonable for Men to alter the very Species 


, N of Churches from the firſt Inſtitution, ſo it is unreaſonable to 


- i — : 
, J pretend, that Men come to have a Right to rule the Church 
in any other way, than what Chrift has appointed; and I fear 


7 


it will be hard to find where he has intruſted the Civil Magi- 
ſtrate with the Power to chuſe the Governours of his Church. 
The Doctor then tells his Pariſhioner, tbat he bas ſumewbat 
experienc d, that after the greateſt Evidence that can be deſir d from 
Antiquity in ibis Caſe, there is at laſt an Evaſion ready to be made 


0 

0 

mn 

{ q uſe of by him, that he ts not Scholar enough to enter into the Merits 
) 

, 

3 

1 

4 

| 


of the Comroverſy, » | 5 

But in my Apprehenſion, no great matter of Scholarſhip is 
requiſite in this Caſe, Every Chriſtian's Religion ſhould be in 
his Bible; and he need not much regard thoſe that argue from 
any other kind of Teſtimony. Now I don't think it ſo hard 
a matter for Men to underſtand, whether according to the 
U Scripture there were Biſhops appointed over Presbyters. And 
' 4 when I conſider that this Obedience to Biſhops is that which 
the Doctor requires under pain of Damnation, and would per- 
{wade ns that the believing every thing Reveal'd in the Scrip- 
I Ss tures, 
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tures, and obeying all the Commands of Chrift, will not ſave a 
Man, who do's not obey the Biſhops, I cannot but think, that 


the fulleſt and cleareſt Evidence is to be gi ven us from the Scrip- 


tures, that this is our Duty, and that the neceſſity of ſuch Obe- 


dience ſhould be ſhewn as clearly and politively expreſs'd, as 
is the Neceſſity of Faith and Holineſs. But the Doctor himſelf 
ſufficiently declares, that this is not the State of the Caſe ; when 
he tells us, that the Order of Apoſtles was diſtinit from the Or- 
der of Presbyters, and the ſame with what we now call the Order of 


 Bifbops, is fairly to be gathered: from the New Teſtament it .I, 


and is evident beyond all Contradiction from the Writings of the 
Primitive Chriſtians, Now this ſhould be evident beyond all 


Contradiction, from the New. Teſtament it. ſelf, if it were an 


Article of Faith neceſſary to be believed in order to Salvation. 


I have already ſufficiently anſwer'd what he here afſerts, and to 


his Ignatius, I oppole Clemens, and Polycarp, as ancient Witnel- 
ſes, who give a plain Teſtimony of the two-fold Order; and 
add, that'we oppoſe not the Epiſcopacy mention'd by Ignatius 
himself. | 1 | 


But let us ſee how the Doctor anſwers in this Caſe. He asks 


him, What is the Conſ-quence of ibis? Is it not that you ought, in 
All ſuch Caſes too difficult for your ſelf to determine, to betake your 


ſelf to bim, who is appointed by God to be your immediate Guide in 


Religious Matters, that is, to your Pariſh-Miniſter © And that 
the Pariſh-Minifters are thus appointed by God, he labours to 


prove by this Reaſon, becauſe they are appointed by the Biſhops, 


the Governours-of the National Church. g. 
Now in anſwer to this, 1. Tdetire the Reader to obſerve what 

he means by betaking himielf to his Pariſh-Miniſter, that is, 

that he is not only to conſult him, but to tubmir his own Judg- 


ment to his, as I think is plainly the Doctor's Scheme in ma- 


ny Places. Now this is what the Papiſts would fam urge Peo- 
ple to, but is a Principle very contrary to these main Founda- 
tion of Proteſtants, and the Rule of the Apoſtle, Prove all 
things. And the Papiſts are willing to put the matter on the 


ſame Foot, of Caſes too difficult for the Laity. But we deny, 


that any thing neceſſary to Salvation is too hard and difficult 

for fuch to determine, 11100000 5 
2. 1 deny, for many Reaſons already mention'd, that the Bi- 

ſhops have the Power pretended. | 


3. The Appointment of a Biſhop is only a matter of Form, 


having no Right to refuie the Preſentation of a Patron, 


who' can have no Right; by the Laws of Chriſt, to chuſe a 
Guide for the Souls ot the whole Pariſh. | | | 


4. The appointment of a/Biſhop is ofcen not neceſſary, 
IN | ; | | 0 as 
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1 as in many Places, which are exempted from Epiſcopal Juriſ- 


% 


Mbence you may learn, that in reſpect to the Church, tis no more left 


180 your own Will or Choice, whom you will look upon as your true Fa- 


| ſtor or Miniſter, than in reſpett to the State tis left to your own Will 
or Choice, whom you look upon as your Conſtable, &c. but as he that 


is duly appointed by the Civil Magiſtrate to be the Conſtable of your 


? Pariſh, is to be aclnowledg d as your Conſtable; ſo he that is duly ap- 
pointed by the proper ſpiritual Magiſtrate to be the Miniſter 9 your 


4 Pariſh, is to be dc nowledg d on all accounts as your Miniſter or Pa- 


* ſtor, and as ſuch is to be your Guide in ſpiritual Matters. 


Not to repeat what is ſaid before, I anſwer, that the Do- 


CTtor's Parallel will not be much amiſs when rightly put, that is 
thus; As he that is choſen by the Pariſh, according to the fix- 
ed Laws of the Land, to be Conſtable, is to be look'd upon 
as a Conſtable of the Pariſh ; ſo he that is choſen by the Church, 
according to the Laws of Chrift, to be the Miniſter of it, is 


b to be look'd upon as the true Miniſter of the Church. 


As to what follows, it is only filly wheedling (not unuſual 


in the Doctor's way of writing) that will ſuit any Climate, Pro- 


* 
c 


teſtant or Popiſh. The Cafe is not fo difficult, but that any 


ordinary Underftanding, - upon Impartial Conſideration, may 
judge of it. I will be ſo free as to fay, that the Preſentation 
of a Patron, or the Inftitution and Induction of a Biſhop, have 
, Not as yet been prov'd to be full Evidences of a Divine Ap- 
pointment of a Man to be the Miniſter of a Pariſh, And he 


that is of my Mind, and is for chooſing another to be the 


Guide of his Soul, acts, for ought I can ſee, very warrantably. 


And tho? the Errors ôf a Minifter will not juſtify the Errors 


of the People, and the Doctor is miſtaken, when he ſays the 


Error is not properly the Peoples, but the Minifters, when he 
leads them iato it, for it is properly the Error of both, be- 
+ Cauſe hoth are in the wrong, and both ought to ſearch the 


2 Scriptures, and the People are not to rely upon any Miniſter's 


Authority for the Truth of what he ſays; yet I ſhall always 
- entertaia ſuch Notions of God's Mercy, as to think he will 


pardoa the involuntary Errors of all ſincere and humble Souls, 


who ſearch the Scriptures for Information, and act according | 


to the beſt Light they can get from thence, in Matters that re- 
late to their ſpiritual Benefit; and by this Rule I judge indiffe- 
rently of Church-men and Diſſenters. 
III. His third general Head is, That nothing finfsl is requir'd 
of you by the Biſhops,” and therefore that there can be no warranta- 
le Excuſe or Argumem for your Refuſin g io obſerve the Rules of 


N 


- 


the Church. 
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Of Set Forms of Prayer: J have ſpoken largely in my other 
Letter, and ſo paſs them over here. ; 

IV. Next the Doctor proceeds to anſwer our Objections. 

1. The firſt Objection is taken from Mat. 15. 9. But in vain + 
do they Worſhip me, teachivg for Doctrines the Commandments of Mev, 
Now this Text (ſays he) ts generally urg d by your Writ:rs, apainſi 1 
obſervirg the Rules and Orders of our ( burch, as beivg the Comm md. 
ments of Men, (or in the common Language) Humane Ordivances, $ 
How we argue from this Text, may be ſeen in my other Let. 1 
ter; and I think the Doctor has ſaid very little in this Place to J 


take off the Force of the Objection. „ 
But (ſays he) with how litilèe Reaſon this Text is wreſted by your 3 
Party, againſt the Rulers of our Church, will quickly appear: Fo r 


if you conſult the former part of the Chapter, you will find, that ow ul 
Saviour is therein jpeakir'g only againſt ſuch Traditions or Command. 
ments of Men, as did tranſgreſs the Commandments of God, ver. 3. 1 
and make the Commandments of God of none Effect, ver. 6. [ 
The Caſe is plainly this; The Scrives and Mariſees blame c 
Chriſt's Diſciples for tranſgreſſing the Tradition of the Elders,by{H 
eating with unwaſhen Hands. There are two Parts of our. 
Lord's Anſwer to this Accuſation. (1.) The Accuſation is re- fe 
torted, and a much greater Charge is brought by him againſt xe 
them, for tranſgreſſing God's Commandments by their Tra- 
ditions; and their hainous Wickedneſs, and notorious Hypo- T 
criſy, was evidenc'd by their Concern about ſuch a Trifling g 
Tradition, while they ſo directly oppos'd the Commandment Pi 
of God, and rendred it of none Effect. What this Command Bu 
of God which is meant, was, may be ſeen by the Words of the R 
Evangeliſt; But be anſwer'd, and ſaid to them, Why do you alſags 
tranſgreſs the Commandment of God by your Tradition? For God comtc 
manaed, ſaying, Honour ti Father and thy Mother; and he tba“ 
curſerh Father or Mother, let him die the Death. But ye ſay, WhoF 
ſoever ſhall ſay 10 bis Father, or Mother, tis a Gift by whatſoever | 
| thou mighteſt be profited by me, and honour not bis Father, or bi“ 
Mother, he ſhall be free. Thus have ye made the Commandment off 
God of none Effect through your Tradition, (2.) The other Parh 
of our Lord's Anſwer, is a proper Vindication of his Diſciples u 
in which, he tells the Phariſees, that thoſe Rules they gave al 
bout waſhing Hands, &#c. and upon which they ſo much inſifted@a 
were not pleafing to God, and ſo were not binding: And to thigfry 
part of his Anſwer belong thoſe Words; But in vain do theft 
worſhip, &c. and this is evident, by comparing Manhew ana 
Mark, who both of them diftinguiſh theſe two Parts of ou © 
Lord's Anſwer, which being (o diſtin and different, thee/ 
do not oblerve the ſame Order in recording them. * Sa? 
| | Maß 


A 4 
+ Mark has ſet down this latter firſt, which is ſet down laſt by St. 
Matthew; and therefore I deſire the Reader to obſerve how 
the Words run in Mart. immediately upon the Charge, Mark 
7. 6. He anſwer'd and ſaid unto them, Well hath Eſaias prophefied 
„ of you, Hypocrites, at it is written, This People honoureth me with 
i pheir Lips, but their Heart is far from me, howbeit in vain do they 
| qvorſhip me, teaching for Doctrines the Commandments of Men. 
Now here is no mention made of their rendring the $th Com- 


ng! 5 
ent given us a good Gloſs upon thoſe Words, Teaching for Doctrines? 
ind But unleſs his Word may pals for a clear Proof, I can ſee no 
theReaſon for this Interpretation. In my Apprehenſion, there 
alſiis very good Senſe in our Lord's Diſcourſe, if it be thus under- 
omFtood ; * The Doctrines, the Rules, and Directions, which 
tbaR* you give for the worſhiping and honouring God, are the meer 
7bo& Commandments of Men; they are ſuch things as God bas no 
eveſſ where preſcrib'd, and which therefore do not pleaſe him, 
b;Y* but are vain and unprofitable, And let the Reader conſider, 
t Mhether this do's not exactly agree with the Senſe of the Pro- 
Parſßhet, from whom our Lord cites this Paſſage, Ia. 29, 13. And 
les pur Fear towards me, is taught by the Precept of Mey, 50 that 
e af the Doctor thinks God is lerv'd and honour'd by theſe hu- 
ſtedÞane Ordinances in Diſpute, I can't ſee but that (however an- 
thifry and uncharitable he is towards the Diſſenters) he is in per- 
thee Charity, and at a full Agreement with the judicious and 
anFarned Scribes and Phariſees. | 
ou The Doctor gives us a good Hint of an Objection; Viz. if 
theWe/e Things are not of equal Obligation and Neceſſary with tbe Com- 
nds of God, Why are they ſo much infiſted upon, and why are they 
alter ' d, and taken away, that Jo the Diſſenters may join Commu- 
be: 238 
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nion with us? The Doctor anſwers, That the Rulers of our Church 
are ſpiritual Faihers, and the Diſſenters are ſo mary untoward Chil- \ 
dren, that refuſe du? Obedience, without any good Ground. And & 
therefore he thinks, the Children (and not the Fathers) ſhould 6 
comply. In anſwer to which learned Compariſon, I (ay, there * 
may be untoward Fathers, as well as Children. And if Children in 
are arriv' to the full Uſe of their own Underſtanding, (the 
want of which, is the great Reaſon why they are to be guided gþ 
by that of their Parents, during their Minori'y) they are - C| 
blig*d to conſider of the Reaſon and Juſtic- of the Commands 
of a Parent: And when they ſec he goes beyond his Power in 
commanding, and queſtion the Lawfulneſs of the thing com- t 
manded, they are not to obey. And to uſe the Doctor's Com- & 
parilon, If a Father enjoyns a thing, which he owns to be need- th 
leis, and the Child profeſſes that he judges it ſinful, and there- th: 
fore deſires to be left to his Liberty, he would be an untoward! 
Father with a witneſs, in the Judgment of all the World, E 
who nevertheleſs perſiſted in commanding it. "mM 
But the Doctor tells us, TF1s is a meer Sham or Pretence : For,C 
(ſays he) 1 defire to know wharDiſſenters will be gain'd to the Churcigin 
by this Methoſ alune? We muſt take away. rot only Ceremonies, bu 
alſo the Sacraments, before the Quater will join with us. Infant-Bap 
tiſm, before 162 Anabuptiſt will joyn with us. — Tour whole Order of 
Biſhops, before the Presbyterian and Independent will joyn with us. 
As to any Inſtitutions of Chrift, they are not to b- takeſſhip 
away: And therefore no Body expects the Quakers ſhould joynllc: 
with the Church of England, or any other ſet of Chriſtians 
while they continue Quakers, Nor is Infant-Paptiſm to be ta#2/: 
ken away to gain the Anabaptiſts: Tho' I own their Opiniorg I 
alone would not hinder me from holding Communion witlnc 
them; But as to the other two, I can't think their joyning ie 
i poſſible, If Churches were reduc'd to their Primitive S1zeÞin 
and Subſcriptions in dubious Matters were not requir'd, and preꝶ 5 
tended indifferent Matters were left indifferent, and Presbyterſſxt 
uc xe allowed their due Share in the Government of the Churches 
our Difference wou'd not long remain any thing near fo wide I. 
it is at preſent. I wonder whether the Doctor thinks KinF"7 
Charles the 24's Deciararion took away the whole Order Mee 
Biſhops ? Or whether he do's not know that the Presbyterialliſt 
were thaukful for it? If the thing it ſelf be ſo Impratticabl@or 
why did the Biſhops declare it to King Fares the 2d, that thÞif: 
were ready to come to a Temper with reference to the Difleſair 
ters? Or why did the Church-men promiſe this to the DillelÞer 
ters in the time of their Diſtreſs? Or why did fo many famoiee: 
Church- men draw up Alterations for this end in the Jeru/Wr] 
lem Chamber ? Upon this I can't but take Notice of wh rh 
| | d Ne 
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1 Bc i 29. 
Mr. Calamy ſays, That “ ſuch Amendments as Fg. 
& thoſe ee, with ſuch an Allowance in the Point 47 hs 
& of Orders for Ordination by Presbyters, as is P. 55.7 

& made 13 Fliz. Cap. 12. would in all Probability have brought 
in two Thirds of the Diſſenters in Exgland. 

bj. 2. Is from Col. 2. 18, & 23. from thence you are wont to infer, 
bat tis unlawful to comply with the Rites and Ceremonies of our 
Church, b-cauſe they are ſo many Adds or Circumſtances of Will- worſhip. 
The Diſſenters do indeed think, that the Will of God is the 
| Rule of Worſhip ; and that ſuch Worſhip as is not according 
5 the Declaration he has given us of his Will, may well be 
- Call'd Will-worſhip, and is not pleaſing to God. And they own 
- hey can't find any thing in the Scriptures to ſatisfie them, 
- that God requires us to worſhip him with ſuch Ceremonies as 
wing at the Name of Jeſus toward an Altar; or with the 
Erols in Baptiſm, and the like. And this their Opinion is not 


s ie Apoſtle has any Regard to them here. I can't but 
1zeþink he refers rather to {ome corrupt Doctrines of the Jews, 
pre Fewiſh Chriſtians; to which Purpoſe I only deſire the Con- 
telt may be obſerv'd, both which goes before, and which fol- 
rclFvs after. I am ſure St. Ferom is of this Mind. = 
de I can t certainly ſay, what is then meant by the * Vide Fpiſt. 
infl|7##12 Tor ey yiav!, the Worſhip or Religion of ad Algaſtam, 
Necls; but if the Angels are here ſpoken of, tom. 3. b. m. 
art as the Objects, but as the Authors of the 117. | 
Jorſhip, + Tertullian's Interpretation will not be + A. Marc. 
iſs, when he ſays, that the Apoſtle here ſpeaks 1ib.5.p. 614. 
ainſt thoſe, ** Who from Angelical Vifions pre- 
ended they muſt abſtain from Meats. With whom alſo a- 
Fes a Commentator, to be met with among St. Ferom's 
ks. Perhaps this may well agree with thoſe 
ries that Dr. Lightfoor * ſpeaks of, as frequent * Vol. 2. p. 
be gewiß Writings about their Bath, Kol, and 129. 
k. B 2 | the 
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the Appearance of Elias to their Wiſe- men; and it may be 1 
from ſome iuch kind of Opinion, that the Phariſees chuſe to ex. . 
preſs themſelves ſo, As 23. 9. But if 4 Jypiri ft 

Comp. Gal. 1.8. or an Angel hath ſpoken to lim, let us not figh 
apainſt God. I determine nothing, but refer N 
it to the Conſider ation of better Judgments : Only I obſerve, 


Wy 


if this be the true Senſe of the Text, it bears a little hard up 
on Socrates's Story of the Original of Cathe: 
Lib, 6, cap. 8. dral Worſhip, who tells us, that it aroſe from g 
© matius, ſeeing a Viſion of Angels ſinging 1 
*[jb. 13. cap. S. Hymns to God in that alternate manner; with 
whom agrees Nicephorus Calliſtus. * Nor do's 
it much favour thoſe, who alledge Corſtanine's Viſion of? 
the Croſs, in Defence of the Croſs in Baptiſm. But let the 
Dotior be allow'd to have giv'n us a true Interpretation of the 
18th Verſe, and let us fee whether in the other Verſe which n 
he cites in the ObjeQion, but omits in the Anſwer, there be t 
nothing that delery'd his Notice, I ſhall ſet down the Text at 
large, ver. 20, & c. Wherejore if ye be dead with Chriſt from tb tl 
Rudiments of the World, why, as though living in tbe World, ar(P 
ye ſubje io Ordinances ( Touch not, taſt not, handle not, which al 
are to periſh in the uſing ) after the Dofrines and Commandments off jc 
Men! Which things have indeed a-ſhew of Wiſdom in Will-morſbipft 
and Humility, and neglecting of ibe Body, not in any Honour to tht! 
ſatisfying of the Fleſh, In which Words the Apoſtle argues, tha 
Chriſtians ſhould not be ſubject to ſuch Rules and Precepts a 
thoſe, Touch not, Taft not, Handle not; which were certainlyyt! 
things indifferent in themſelves. Theſe Rules he calls Ordiſ C 
nances, after the Commandments and Doctrines of Men 
where we have the two Words which are us'd, Matt. 15. 9. and ol 
indeed Chrift's Defence of his Diſciples there, is turn'd into Ft! 
Prohibition (or what is equivalent) here. And as Chriff® 
ſhews, that his Diſciples were not bound by the Laws of Men 
urg'd by the Scribes and Phariſees, ſo St. Paul ſhews, that Chri 
ftians ſhould not obey any ſuch Laws of Men. And this hg 
argues from their being deliver'd from the Ceremonial Lok 
by Chrift ; The Rudiments of the World are certainly thi 
Jewiſh Ceremonies z compare Gul. 4. 3, 9. & Heb. 9. 1. Ani 
it the Ceremonies, whoſe Original was of God, are ſpoken 0 
with Contempt here and elſc-where, when God no longer re 
quir'd the uſe of them; I can't think that thoſe, whoſe Orig 
nal is purely of Men, are like to be plealing to him. Nor cat 
1 apprehend, that he who has taken away one Ceremoni 
Yoke, has Authoriz'd un-inſpir'd Men to lay another upon rh 
Necks of his Diſciples. Again, the Apoſtle ſays theſe things 
ave a ſhe w f Wiſdom in Will-morfhip, I muſt own, the Inter: 
e | preteh 
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e Preters differ about the word Will-worſhip, whether it is to be 
„ faken in a good or a bad Senſe. Some think tis to be under- 
ii Rood in a good Senſe, and that Will-worſhip fignifies the For- 
bh wardneſs and Freeneſs of their Service; and fo they think by a 
er ew of this, and of Humility, they Endeavour'd to ſet off 
themſelves, and to gain Proſelytes. Others think it is to be 
taken in a bad Senſe, and that ſuch Worthip as is not of Divine 
Inſtitution, is condemn'd under this Name. And by the way, 
the chief Objection againſt this Interpretation, viz. That it 
1g is joyn'd with Humility, is eatily remov'd, if St. Ferom's In- 
th terpretation of Humility, in a bad Senſe, be allow'd, with 
whom Tertullian ſeems to agree, in the places mention'd be- 
of Fore. But I need not concern my ſeif to determine in which 
he Senſe *tis to be underftood ; for in either of them it muſt have 


he à Reference to thoſe Humane Ordinances ſpoken of before; 
ich and if it be underſtood in a bad Senſe, tis then plain, that 


be the Apoſtle condemns thoſe Humane Ordinances under the 
at Name of Will-worſhip : But if it be taken ina good Senſe, he 
ib then muſt be ſuppos d to reckon theſe things to have only a 
arplautible ſhew of ſome-what Good, while they were really Bad: 
all{And then, tho' the word Will-worſhip will not ſupport che Ob- 
Mjection, yet the Scope of the Apoſtle and his Argument will 
bin lufficiently do it. 3 | 
be The Doctor pretends, That bere is no Danger of being guilty 
nai of Will-worſhip, becauſe we act out of bounden Duty 10 our Ru- 
al lers, and not of our own Will and Choice. But this is nothing to 
the purpoſe, becauſe the Apoſtle forbids a Subjection to ſuch 
| Ordinances. 13585 DNL a IM 
I ſhall only ſubjoyn, that we are not the only Perſons whe 
ind object againſt Will-u orſhip. Bp. Uſher tells us, 5 
o Athat in the ſecond Commandment is forbidden Body of Divi- 
ri“ Every Form of Worſhip, tho' of the True iy, p. 222. 
eng“ God (Deut. 12. 31.) contrary to, or diverſe | 
ai“ from the Preſcript of God's Word, (Mat. 15. 9.) call'd by 
the Apoſtle Will-worſhip, (Colof. 2. 23. ) + 
ok“ All Will-worſhip, whereby we make any thing J P. 228. 
th“ a part of God's Service, which he hath not 
nd commanded, Col. 2. 23. For how great a ſhew ſoever it 
o“ have, yet in that it leaneth to Man's Wiſdom, *tis unlawful. 


re“ In particular, »= To deviſe ny other Miniſtry than that 
ici which God hath Ordain'd, to place Religion in Meat and 


© Drink, Apparel, Time, Place, or any other indifferent Thing. 
ia His 3d and 4th Obje&ions are conlider'd in my former Letter. 
th His 5th Objection againſt Biſhops being call'd Lords Biſhops, 
nes what for ought I can find Diſſenters rarely alledge, and per- 
tel aps never ground it upon the Text cited by the Doctor, 1 Per. 


tel! | 9 3X 
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5. 3. or at leaſt that is not the Principal Text they inſiſt on in 
that Matter. | 
The Queſtion is, whether thoſe Titles of Honour, and that & 
Intereft the Biſhops have in Civil Affairs, do's ſo well ſuit with! 
their Character and Work, as to deſerve to be made inſepara- W: 
ble from it. Tis very poſhble, that many Difſenters have # 
thought they do nor, as well as many others, and the Doctor $ 
is not Ignorant, that there are ſeveral Ancient ꝶccleſiaſtical & 
Canons that favour this Opinion + But I will own to him, that . 
whoever grounds an Objection againſt the Biſhop's Titles up-“ 
on this Text, do's not argue very ſtrongly z it being thus in # 
the Greek, not Lording or Domineerivg over God's Heritage, 
that is, not pretending to Rule in an Arbitrary way, and fet- & 
ting up their own Will for a Law, and expecting that People 5 
ſhould yield a-blind Obedience to all their Decrees, and then 
the Doctor will do well to conſider whether his Arguments do 
_ in a great Meaſure, oppoſe the Prohibition of the A- 
oltle. Pens | | | 6s, 3 
b 6. I have conſider'd the Buſineſs of his 6th Objection in my 1 
former Letter. N N 
Objection 7th; Proceed we next to the Text urg d by you for Li- 
berty of on ſcienc in Religious Matters, to wit, Gal. 5, 1. Stand 
faſt therefore in the Liberty where with Chriſt bas made us free? 
Liberty of Conſcience (in the common uſe of that Expreſ- F, 
ſon ) is hardly argued by any one from that Text. Liberty of Þ 
Conſcience, as it ſignifies Liberty for a Man to follow the Di- . 
Qates and Directions of his Conſcience in the Worſhip of God, 
is not meant by the Liberty there ſpoken of. This Lib-rty is 
founded upon the Law of Nature, and is one of the unaliena- | 
ble Rights of every Good Subject, which no Government can | 
juſtly deprive him of: But if by Liberty of Conſcicnce, the 
Docter means only that the Conſcience is freed from ſome Law, 
( viz. the Ceremonial ) by which it was oblig'd before; ſo we 
confeſs we do argue from this Text: And we own, this Liber- 
ty do's not ſignifie 4 Freedom to do what we will in Religious Mat- 
ters; We own our ſelves under Law to Chrift: We allow the 
Doctor, that it relates to the Yoke of the Levitical Law, but 
then our not being oblig'd by the Levitical Ceremonial Law, 
is reckon'd by the Apoſtle a Liberty, and a Privilege, tho? 
that Law was of God's own making; and I hope then it will & 
be no great Inſtance of our Liberty, to come under another | 
Ceremonial Yoke of Man's making. If theſe Old Religions 
Ceremonies, which God himtelf Initituted, are ftiled a Yoke | 
of Bondage, and beggarly Elements, I confeſs, I can't have | 
very Hondurable Thoughts of thoſe new ones which are of an 
inf nitely leſs honourable Extract. a 
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As to the other Text brought in here by the Door, 1 Jbeſ l. 
21. Prove all things. I know none that think it gives leave 0 

and experiment all things. We ſay, it requires that Chriſtians 
oula examine the things they hear, and ſearch by the Scrip- 
vres, whether they be trne or no; and not act by an implicit 
Fitch in any one who pretends to be their Guide: And we ſay 
© Arther, that the laſt part of the Verſe, hold faſt that which is 
d; obliges them not to entertain his Errors, but only thoſe 
Pruths which he delivers; of which I ſhall ſay more under the 
next Head. 5 „ 
Ob. $:h, Rom. 14. 23. Whatſoever is not of Faith is Sin: [hence 
Jays the Doctor) you may per baps argue, that it being not of Faith 

I you, that is, it being contrary to your Perſwaſion or Fudgment, io 
join Communion with us; It would therefore be a Sin in you to do it, 

d conſequently for that Reaſon (if for no other) you ought to abſtain 

from our Communion, Now I deſire you, Netghbour, to conſider, that 
ibis Text is ſo to be underſtood, as you would have it, viz. That a- 
Man's private Perſwaſion (bow groundleſs ſoever ) of a things be- 
Jig ſinful, do's entirely excuſe bim from doing the thing 3 then by this 

Text a Pajiſt, nay a Few, nay a very Heathen, may juſtiſie his man» 
Jer of Worſhip, as well as you juſti ſie yours by the Separation. 

„I wonder how the Doctor could faſten ſuch a Senſe as this up- 
d bn the Diſſenters: There are none of them who underſtand 
This Text as he ſays. We own that Conſcience is it ſelf under 


[= Law, and that an erroneous Conſcience, when it puts a Man 
4 ppon omitting a Duty as no Duty, is far from intirely juſtifying 
1 


him: He fins in not doing what God has commanded, and in not 
d, 3 nforming his Conſcience better; but yet ſhould he perform a 
13 Duty, his Conſcience (through miſtake) telling him it is a Sin, 
a- He would fin too. And it is not peculiar to the Difſenters to hold 
in that Conſcience is every Man's immediate Guide, which he is 
e always, and in all things to follow. What that dittates to be 
„ his Duty, he is ro dò, and what that dictates to be Sin, he is 
'© not to do. And as the Diſſenters profeſs their Perſwaſion and 
r Judgment in theſe things is wholly grounded upon the Holy 

«criptures, the Doctor might have omitted this ObjeCtion ; for 
hen he can convince them, that this Perſwafion is groundleſs, 
ut ne will find they will make no ſuch uſe of the Text. In the mean 
„ Fime, (for 1 think his Arguments do not abound with Evidence 
O Fad Strength) while the Perſwaſion laſts, they can't but look 
!1 upon themlelves bound, by this Text, to follow it. And who is 
er There that doubts whether a Papiſt, Cc. do's ſin, that changes 
1S Mis Religion, while his erroneous Conſcience tells him he ſhould 
e Mot. The Doctor indeed lays, that theſe words were ſpoken with 
© Feference to ſuch Particulars, as were not determin'd either by the 
n Peripiures or the Governours of the Church, but were left to every 


one's. 
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one's private Determination. But this is a miſtake, for St, Pai 
ſpeaks of the eating thoſe things which ſome efteem'd (tho 
| without ſufficient Reaſon) unclean and unlawful to be eaten $ 
and this Particular was determin'd, as he declares, ver. 14, ® 

| know and am per ſwaded by the: Lord Feſus, that there is nothing un 


= clean of it ſelf. What fuller Determination would the Docto 
1 have? And yet he declares, that an erroneous Conſcience bind # 
in the next words; But to him that eſteems any ithivg unclean, 1 
bim it is unclean. Some things are Lawful, and not Neceſſary 
in doing or not doing theſe a Man fins not, if he follows the Di 
rections of his Conſcience, and obſerves the Rules of Charity 
There are other things that are both lawful and neceſſary; ang 
here, if a Man's Conſcience miſ-informs him, he fins either way, 
by not doing them, becauſe he obcys not the written Law og 
God; by doing them, becauſe he follows not the Directions oY 
that which God has appointed to be his immediate Guide. Ano 
when the Doctor ſays, we ought ro ſubmit, and give a Preference 
to the lawful Authority of the Church, before our own private Per 
ſwaſſons; he is greatly miſtaken : Tam never to do ſo in Mats 
| ters of Sin and Duty; but am always to follow my own Perſwa 
„ ſion; and if T miſtake, it is not their Authority, but their Argus 
1 ments and Reaſons muſt make me ſubmit; and to urge Men, a 
i 


* 
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the Doctor does, has, in my Apprehenſion, no other tendenc 
than to make them contemn Conſcience, (the regard to which, 
ſhould always be ſacred and inviolable) and take the ready way, 
to contract the moſt deplorable Hardneſs of Heart, * 

And now / J ſhall look back upon the Doctor's Gloſs upon tho 
words, Heb. 13. 17. Submit your ſelves, He ſays, It is the ſame, 
230 if the Hoh Penman had ſaid thus, Tho it may ſomeiime i 
Pag. 9. happen, that the Rulers of the Church may enjoin ſuch things, 
as ſome Members of ibe Church may not like in their ow, 

Opinions, yet it is the Duty of all ſuch Members of the Church, to ſub; 
mit their Fudgments to the Fudgments of their Rulers, and to compli, 
with their Injunctions, by an actual and punctual Obedience. Mr 
} I ſuppoſe by theſe Words, May not like in their own Opinions. 
| he means, that they judge them to be ſinful, for elſe it do's noſę 
; reach our Caſe; and then, I ſay, this is moft pernicious Do, 
WP ctrine. There is nothing more dangerous, than for Perſons toll; 

enſlave their Judgments and Opinions to the Dittates of any! 
un-inſpir*d Perſons, whoever they be. Nay, let us put the Cal; 
a little lower, that a Perſon is doubtful about the thing enjoin'd$; 
that tho he is not fully convinc'd that tis a Sin, yet upon th 
account of many plauſihle Reaſons and Objections, he is noh 
fully ſatisfied of the Lawfulneſs of it, will the Doctor vouch fol 
him, that he muſt then obey his Rulers, and ſay, that that TexiY; 
What is not of Faith is Sin, is nothing to the purpoſe ? Certainljſſ: 

| it 
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10 I this Caſe, a Man is to ſuſpend his Obedience to it. Or again, 


a @ppoſe the Rulers of the Church enjoin any thing (in it ſelf 
1 rally) indifferent, of which yet a Perſon queſtions the Lawful- 
ges, while, at the ſame time, he is fully ſatisfy'd, that the Power 
10 of Church-Rulers do's not extend to the impoſing ſuch things; is 
"0 {not clear, that in this Caſe he is not to comply? The Doctor 
nch ys, ſuch a Sub miſſion is abſolutely neceſſary to preſerve the Churches 
ace. And that Town to be true, juſt as an abſolute Submiſſion 
an the lawleſs Commands of a Tyrant, is abſolutely neceſſary 
Di i preſerve the Peace of a Kingdom. Without ſuch Submiſſion; 
ere can be no Peace in the Church, where the Rulers will al- 
me ſuch a Power; but when they keep within bounds, and on- 
teach Men to obſerve what Chriſt has commanded, the Peace 
a the Church will not need ſuch a Support. 
Next the Doctor proceeds to our ObjeRions that are not taken 
nom Scripture. | es IS 
NY Object, 9. Tou ſay then, that ibe AR of Toleration do's permit you to 
parate Pom our Communion, and therefore you may lawfully do it. 
atThe Doctor anſwers, That 'ris not in the Power of an Ad of Parlia- 
ent, to make that to be no Sin, which God has made ſinful. And this 
F grant, but deny that God has made our Separation ſinful: And 
s the Doctor refers to his Papers for a Proof, I refer to mine for 
n Anſwer. God has never made it ſinful for every Church to 
Hooſe its own Officers, and to order his Worſhip in the beſt way 
hey can, according to the Rules of his Word. Nor has the Par- 
Kment made it ſinful for us to do fo, that is, it is now againſt 
% Command of either. *Tis true, in the late Times of Perſecu- 
"yon, there were Acts of Parliament which did forbid us to wor- 
pip God according as we judg'd we ought; and the great Ar gu- 
Sipent then urg'd, was Obedience to the Civil Magiſtrate; and 
WKHen his Power in all things, not forbidden in Scripture, was cry'd 
ſub p, and Submiſſion to it preſs'd, under pain, not only of Fines, 
pid Impriſonments, Gc. but of Damnation. Blefſed be God, this 
Irgument from an Act of Parliament (with the many forcible 
01$ays of urging it upon us) is now at an end; and we do not 
moßar much of it, and eſpecially from the DoQor, who preſſes the 
Dome Obedience to Church-Rulers. Now when we alledge the 
5 tqct of Toleration, 'tis upon two Accounts. fot. 
1. In anſwer to any Arguments that are fetch'd from ſuch 
ald; and to ſhew, that the Laws of Magiftrates can't now (as 
n \Grmerly) be pretended. | | 
2. We eſpecially urge it upon this Account, becauſe the Nati- 
pal Church is perfectly a Creature of the States, which owes its 
ing to Acts of Parliament, and therefore we can't ſee but the 
Fine Power that form'd it, may alter it; and the ſame Power 
oy at was ſuppos'd to lay an 8 upon us, is able to take 5 
J : O FT 
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quires any Diſſenter to conform to the Church of England. 


_ Baruch wrote from the Mouth of Feremzab all the Words of the 


off. I would fain know whoſe Inſtitution a National Church i; # 
owing to, and whether there could be any ſuch thing without an 


Act of Parliament? It is the Parliament that obliges Perſons, in 


ſuch or ſuch a Diftria, to ſubmit to the Biſhop of any City in it, . 
It is this that makes, divides, or unites Pariſhes ; and therefore 
I take it for certain, that if any Obligation lies upon me to re. 
ſort to the Pariſh-Church, or to join with thoſe that are for a Na- 
tional Conformity in Ceremonies, it muſt be deduc'd ultimately F 
trom an Act of Parliament; and by Conſequence, if they have 
a Power to oblige me to reſort to ſuch a place, or ſort of Wor.% 
ſhip, as I was not bound to before, they have a Power to releaſe 
me from that Obligation alſo. Now this is actually the Caſe, 
for the Act of Toleration has vacated thoſe former Laws which 
commanded me to fall in with the National Church, and has left 
me to my Liberty of worſhiping God in any way that I like better 10 
and of chooſing a Paſtor for my ſelf; and tho the Doctor thinks; 
it only frees from Civi) Penalties; others think, that ſo far as the 
Sanctions of Humane Laws ceaſe, fo far thoſe Laws themſelves do 
ceaſe alſo; ſo that there is now no Act of Parliament that re. 


| 


Object. 10. Our manner of Divine Worſhip is not ſo pure as that ob- 
ſerv'd in your Diſſenting Conventicles, It was thus the Heathen 
ſtil'd the Aſſemblies of the Primitive Chriftians, Conventicula 
And if the Doctor thinks he follows a good Example, we are not! 
unwilling to undergo the like Reproaches with thoſe noble Per- 
ſors, upon the account of our Regard to the Inſti-utions of our! 
Lord; and if he takes Pleaſure herein, and in the Name he would 

ive us of Fanatical Papifts, we envy him not his Pleafure, an 
all not retaliate. Our Religion teaches us to count our ſelve 


happy in theſe things, and to eſteem them our Honour, ri 


The Doctor lays, this is 4 down-right Falſhood, &c, but that i; i 
diſcours'd elſe where. 155 : 5 

Well, but we have, you ſay, ſome things, which, tho they are noi | 
forbid, yet neither are they requir'd by the Scriptures, and therefor: 


theſe might be let alone, eſpecially ſince we do not read that the Apo. 


tles us d any ſuch things, 


For the Weight of this Objection, I need only refer to what! 
ſay elſewhere, The Doctor anſwers by retorting it upon us 
that we have likewiſe ſome things of the ſame nature, as Pxlpits, , 
I remembzr, the Doctor in his other Letter, produces a learn'd 
Argument tor reading of Sermons, out of Feremy 36. 445,6- That 


Lord, I think vecily I may with more Reaſon, alledge in thi: 

Caſe, Neb, 8. 3. And Ezra the Scribe ſtood upon 4 Pulpit of Wood 

which they had made for the purpoſe. But I inſiſt not on it, for this 

- omes within thole Circumſtances, which are in order to the Ex 
. | ecution 


y 
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( cution of God's Commands. Our joining in Publick Worſhip is 
ZHOmmanded z in order to this, tis meceſſary that he that officiates 
Hould be heard; and for this end, as well as others, 'tis neceſſa- 
y that he ſhould ftand higher than the People. But in order 
Fo the Execution of which Command is the Crols in Baptiſm, the 


© ur plice, c. We think we can fee a vaſt Difference in theſe things; 
J the Doctor will not, we can't help it: But only query, whether 
1 e be not led by Fancy, Humour, Per verſeneſs, and ſuch like Motives, 
i Fhich, from his own Experience, he very readily charges us with, 
ee asks, Why it ſhould be leſs pure to pray or preach in a Surplice, 
han in a Pulpit. I anſwer, The one is convenient and uſeful, in 


8 prder to the Execution of a Divine Command, and the other 
ich hot; but is only grounded upon a Pretence of Decency, when 
ett there 15 no Decency in it. 3 Es. | 
Object. 11. I; about agreeing with the Papiſts; of which in my 


py 
! 


L Dther Letter. 


ad er edifying : But this is no more than a meer Pretence; for the word E- 


Wifying, do's denote in plain Engliſh, the ſam? as building up, and is 


ade uſe of, on Account of the Church of Chriſt being frequently com- 


55. din the Scriptures to 4 Builing or Houſe. Now this Building or 
Church of Chriſt, being but one, therefore, to be Edify'd, muſt denote 
1, F. the firiteſt and tru? Senſe, being male a Part of that one Building. 
not br 4 Member of that one Church, And therefore tis imp» ſible that an 
er. cacher ſhould edify you, who promotes a Separation, juſt as *tis impoſſt- 
_ 10 build up any Houſe by taking the Stones, and other Materials 
Fhcreof, and putting them into different Parcels, inſtead of uniting or 


J anſwer, 1. The Doctor takes that for granted, which my Cha- 
rity will not ſuffer me readily to grant him, vx. That tis impoſ- 
. Bible that Chriſtians, who from their differing Senti ments ſepa- 


$My Charity will not ſuffer me to entertain ſuch black Thoughts 
df the Caſe of all Conformifts, as this Principle would ( if al- 
ow'd ) conftrain me to. | 
'Tis to me no hard thing to imagine, that Men of different 
ommunions, may yet both agree in the Faith, which is neceſſary 
In order to their being united to Chrift, by virtue of which U- 
10n to him, as their Head, the whole Church is one. And no- 
Fhing tends to beget more unworthy Thoughts of God, than to re- 


on, who ſeparate from the Church of England, meerly from a fear 
If diſpleaſing him, while at the ſame time they believe all the 
octrines, and obey all the Rules of the Goſpel. I can't (uffer 
Much a diſparaging Thought of God, and bis Goodneſs, once to 
ater into my Mind: But I concludz, that as in every Nation, fo 
n= in 


\ 


Object. 12. Another great Pret-nce for your Separation, is that of bet- 


putting them together, whereby alone they can be built up into an Houſe. 


ate from one another, ſhould both be in the one Catholick Church. 


preſent him, as oblig'd to reje& and damn all thoſe in this Nati- 


r 


in every Party of Chriſtians, he that fears God, and worketh 


Church of Rome and them, as between them and us: But let? 
God, we neither value nor fear Man's Judgment. 


is the Head, and are not mov by the narrowneſs of ſuch as 


acquitted, he ſhould be judg'd out of his own Mouth, and ac 


and ſay, it wholly belongs to the Conformifts, who either laid 


that it ſignifies building up, and do add farther, that 'tis us“ 


lineſs, Cc. And as the Church is one Spiritual Houle, ſo is ever] 


of that one Church; to which purpoſe are theſe places of Scripture 
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Righteouſneſs, is accepted of him. 9 

And while the Doctor is ſo free in his Diſcourſe of this Nature 
he ſeems to me to be liable to a juſt Application of that Scripture; 
which he unjuſtly in another place applies to us. Pſal. 50. 21. Tb 
thougbteſt 1 was altogether ſuch an one as thy ſelf; that is, he ſeem 
to think, God has no more Clemency and Mercy than himſelf 
I have ſometimes wonder'd, how Men of the Doctor's Higb 
Principles, can make their Notions conſiſt, I mean the more fa. 
vourable Opinions they entertain generally of the Papiſts, while 
they own theirs a true Church, and hold, that a Man may be ſav'& 
in it, and yet deny Salvation to the poor Diſſenters. And yet, if 
miſtake not, the Separation ought to be as wide between the 


the Doctor think as he pleaſes, while we can approve our ſelves to 


We are well fatisfy'd we belong to that Church of which Chriſt 
meaſure the Unity or Extent of Chriſt's Church by a pitiful Uni 
formity in Humane Ordinances. En, a 

And let the Doctor look to it, that he be not miſtaken, leaſt i 
he be, he ſhould meet with the ſame meaſure in Judgment 
wherewith he now Judges us; and when Diſſenters come to be 


cording to his own unmerciful Principle. „ 
2. We utterly diſoun the Charge and Guilt of the Separation 


ms © 7, Pry - 


a Deſign of forcing us to Separate, (as appears hy the Speeches o 
ſome, and the Practices of others in 1662.) or, who fell in wit 
thoſe that had ſuch a Deſign. They have all either aſſum'd or 
ſubmitted to ſuch a Power as Chriſt has not left in his Church 
and do inſiſt upon ſuch Terms of Communion, as they own arc 
unneceſſary, and as they know, we think unlawful. 

3. As to the Doctor's Notion of Edifying, we know very we 
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Metaphorically for improving Perſons in Knowledge, Faith, Ho 


K S 


true Chriſtian a Temple of the Holy Ghoſt, and therefore tht 
Scripture ſpeaks of Edifying particular Chriſtians, ſuch as wert 
already actually made parts of that one Spiritual Houſe, or Member 


Rom. 14. 19. & 15. 2. 1 Corin. 8. 1. & 14. 4, 17. 1 Tbeſſ. 5. 11 
Epbeſe 4. 9. | . | 
Nay, this word is us'd ſo generally for Inſtrudting and Teach 
ing, that 'tis once us'd when it can have no poſſible Relation i 
ihe Unity of the Church at all; it being us'd in a bad Senſe,1 Cor.“ 

| 10 


eth . Shall not the Conſcience of him that is weak be emboldned 

In the Greek tis Edify'd ) to eat thoſe things that are offer'd to 
Ire, Mols ? In ſhort, according to the general Senſe of this word in 
ure he Scripture, a Man is Edified when he improves in Spiritual 
ThoxMnowledge in Faith, Love to God and Men, &c. And this being 
em be greateſt thing a Chriſtian has to look after, he is bound to 
elf Iſe thoſe means he finds moſt conducive thereunto; and to diſ- 
igh ade him from this, is to put him upon doing the worſt wrong 


a. Jo his own Soul: And a ſerious Chriſtian will be able to diſcern 
hile hether the means he uſes, Edifie him or no. | 
VA It will not fignifie much to Diſpute whether the Eſtabliſh'd 
if Worſhip, or that of the Diſſenters is moſt Edifying; No dong the 
the Doctor thinks ſo of the Eftabliſh'd, as I do of the Diflenters Wor- 
let hip; and after all, bis muſt be left to the Judgment of particular 


hriſtians. © | | 

I Vill only add, with Reference to what he ſays afterwards of 
1rifFhe Devil's Deluſions, that he that finds himſelf to become more ac- 
1 a\Muainted with the Will of God, more inflam'd with Love to God, 
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Ini 


ft i! 
ent 
De 


de aſſur'd that the Devil has no hand in this, but that that Mi- 
niſtry is truly edifying to him, by the Bleſſing of Go l upon it. 
Obj. 13. You can't but think your Teacher to be a true Miniſter of 
Chriſt, becauſe he is a good Liver, and preaches the Truths of the Goſ- 
pe. There are more things than one or two that muſt evidence 
a Man a Miniſter of Chriſt. That theſe are two Neceſſary Qua- 
lifications, we are ſure from Tit. I. 6, 9. 


on of the Difſenting Miniſters z and if that ſtand good, and they 


| off appear to have theſe and ſuch like Qualifications, it will not be in 


chf the power of the Doctor to diſannul their Miniſtry, 
ard But, ſays the Doctor, Then every good Liver is 4 irue Miniſter of 
Chriſt, (but he knows that is not made an Evidence alone) and 


15 Teacher is; Namely, as a good Liver ſignifics a good Moral Man, ( viz. 


Hog a good Moral Man, that believes in Chrift, that loves God, and 
er keeps his Commandments ) but if by a good Liver be meant a good 


thin Chriſtian, then neither you nor your Teacher can be adlow'd to be ſuch, 
er foraſmuch as you wilfully and induſtriouſly abet and promote what is 
ber moſt firitly forbidden by Chriſtianity, I mean Diviſion inthe Church. 
are} We ftand not to the Doctor's Allowances z what has he to do 
118 to Judge another's Servants, who ftand or fall to their own Ma- 
ſter? But the Doctor is like ſooner, by his diſcovery of his want 
ich of Charity (the very Breath and Soui of Chriftianity, and vaſt- 


% ly more eſſential to it than Obedience to Humane Ceremonies ) 
r. ¶ to blaſt the Reputation of his own than of our Chriſtianity. * 


And more quickned to a zealous Care and Endeavour to obey God 
Sn all things, Oc. by the Miniſtry he fits under on either tide, may 


1 have in my other Letter conſider'd the validity of the Miſſi- 


wel conſequently you your ſelf muſt be a true Miniſter in ibe ſanie ſenſe your | 


_—_ — — ——  —_— 


ſhovld think the Doctor do's rather wilfully and induſtriouſly abi 
 Joever thou art that judgeſt : for wherein thou judgeſt another, thou ca 


Truths, and encourage Diviſion, (but enough of that already) ar 
that this is the common way of Cheats, io put off their bad Waves, by pu 


the Diſſenting Teachers, and ſuppoſe the Charge to be brought 
againſt th-m for the Separation, and he will ſee it will ſerverus ai 
well as him. 


if ih y were for that Reaſon not the Miniſters of Chriſt; the wealneſ. 
of whi:h Ob ection I might ſpew at large, by proving, that 2 Man ma 


foraſmuch as there are to be found among your Teachers, as bad Liver. 
4s among our Mmiſters, 


'other Quali 
not diſcover himſelf by his Actions to be wicked, is to be Jong 


'who plainly Evidences that he takes no Cars: at all of his own. 


30 | 
farther, where is the wilfulneſs we are charg'd with, who profeſi 
that tis out of a ſenſe of Duty to God that we do as we do? 


and promote Diviſion, while he profeſſedly pleads againſt tho 
things that might end it: And therefore let him think ſeriouſl 
of that Text, Rom. 2. 1. Therefore thou art inexcuſuble, 0 Man, wh; 


demneſt thy ſelf x for thou that judgeſt, doſt the ſame things. 1 
As to the other Particular, Preaching the Truths of the Goſpel, h 
ſays, The Diſſenting + Ds up ſome, and preach down ot) 


ting ſyme good among them, And this is an Inſinuation with w hid, 
the Reputation of any Miniſter whatever may be blaſted, Ther, 
is no tolerahle Plea the Doctor has for this his baſe Suggeſtion 
We hope he will take our Word, that our only Motive is a Fea 
Hbof God, and a Deſire to keep his Com mandments 
Pag. 1. The Doctor expects his Neighbour ſhould take hi 
Volcd in the like Caſe, and we demand the ſame 0 
him: As to his long Harangue that follows, it has nothing of Ar 
gument in it; let bit the Reader put in the Confor miſt inſtead o 


Obj. 14. Is taken from the bad Lives of ſom? of our Miniſters, a 


be à very bad Man, and yet a teu: Miniſter, particularly from the In. 
ſtance of Judas; as alſo by rerorting the Objection on your own Party ; 


* 


To which Janſwer; 1. That tis very true, that a bad Man 
may not diſcover himſelf by his Actions what he is, and ſo long 
Charity obliges me to judge well of him: And ſo he, who has af 

Earions bur that of true Holineſs, ſo long as he do's 
in Charity a Minifter of Chriſt: But when he ſhews himſelf to be 
wicked, he is no longer to be acknowledg'd a good Man, and much 
leſs a Minifter of Chriſt ; and it is ſo far from being a Duty, 
that tis errant Folly to commit the Care of my Soul to him, . 


2. The Caſe is widely different between the Difſenting- Con- 
gregations and the Pariſh-Churches ; foraſmuch as any Diſſent- 
ing Congregation may at Pleaſure free themſelves from any 
wicked Miniſter, whereas it 1s quite otherwiſe in the Pariſh- 
Churches: And therefore ſober Men of the Eftabliſh'd Commu- 
nion have complain'd of it. . 


* eee 


. Town this is only an Objection in ſuch places where the Mi- 
„ers are bad Livers, but tis a good one if true, let them be 
which fide they will: The People are oblig'd to ſeparate from 
h. But as I delight not in Reproaches, I ſhall only add, that 
had Life is a more clear Evidence of a falſe Prophet, than what 
talks of in the foregoing Page; I mean a Separation on the 
ount of thoſe things in Diſpute. i 
Obj. 15. Tou are (ibo not in Communion, yet) in Charity with us: 
d as 4 Token of ſuch your Charity, you do not ſcruple now and then 
occaſion requires) to come to our Publick Service, Neighbour, as 
this Practice of your Party, commonly call d Occaſional Conformity, 
is ſo far from juſtifying your Separation, or refering your Crime 
Mcrein, that on the contrary, it renders it. moſt inexcuſable; For by 
eb Occaſional Conformity you plainly own, that there is nothing 
our Publick Service, but what you can joyn with us in, if you 
Jill, and therefore your not coming to our Publick Service con- 
ently, muſt proceed from no better Motive ban Wilfulneſs or 
ſtinacy, as leaſt, not out of à conſcientioas Fear of ſinning there- 


To which I anſwer, 1. That if the Doctor's uncharitable Prin- 
Iple were true, that in all Church-Diviſions on one ſide or other, 
erſons muft be no Chriſtians, his Argument would be good. 
ut this is a Principle which he knows we deny, and which is 
deed wide from the Truth: Tho we think the Blame of our 
viſions lies entirely on the Conformiſts fide, yet we dare not 
Gl idge after this rate of our Brethren, And whatever the Doctor 
ay think of our Charity herein, we doubt not but ſober Men, 
Tho think freely, will own ita Vertu. | 
2. Theſe Occaſional Conformiſts do look upon themſelves - 
Cr ound in Conſcience to have their ftated Communion with the 
iflenting Minifters, notwithſtanding their Charity. They think 
lank very evident, that they have all the neceſſary Qualifications of 
* e Miniſters of Chriſt. And that they were very unjuſtly thrown 
aAllſut of their Places in 1662. and that when thoſe Terms were im- 
lO 5 os d, all Minifters ought to have refus'd them, and conſequently . 
g dat the Diſſenting Miniſters are the moſt rightful Paſtors of the 
be burch, to which all the Chriſtians of this Nation are bound 
ich atedly to join themſelves: And if Minifters and People had 
ty. och ated thus, as they ought to have done, there had been no 
im, ſeparation at all. But then, | 1 
I 3. They think, that tho this be the true State of the Caſe, 
on- hey are not bound to condemn or unchriſtian all thoſe who think 
at- therwiſe. They believe that ſincere Chriſtians, and true Mini- 
ny gers of Chriſt, might be of different Opinions, and therefore 


lh. hey do not ſee why they may not efteem them as Chriſtians, 
* d hold Communion with them as ſuch upon occaſion, tho in 


thele 
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theſe Extra-eſſential things they judge them in the wrong; a 
think they are bound to a fixed ordinary Communion with th 
other ſide. And withall they fay, | þ 
4. That they do not herein do any thing which they appre® 
hend ſinful according to the Scriptures, or that can be reaſonab 
concluded ſuch from their profeſſed Principles. -.þ 
5. There are many things in the National Eftabliſhment 
which have been generally confeſs'd by themſelves to be amiſs, an 
to need a Reformation. And ſuch a Reformation was long call 
for by the Puritans, while they continu'd in the Church, and h 
the Diſſenters ſince: But nothing of this nature can be obtain' 
but ſuch Motions have been always rejected, and are profeſſed, 
by many oppos'd ; and therefore the Diſſenters can't but look ot 
themſelves as bound to attempt that Reformation among them 
ſelves, which they can't expect in the Conſtitution. | 
6. "Tis very poſnbie, a Man may think it lawful to join in ſom 

Parts cf the Eſtabliſn'd Worſhip, and unlawful to join in others 
he may think it lawtul to take the Sacrament Kneeling, and ye 
_ unlawful to have his Child baptiz'd with the Sign of the Croſs 
And yet J ſuppoſe all will grant, that a Man's fix'd Communio! 
ſhould be where he judges he can without Sin have the free UF, 
of bot}. Sacraments, So that a Man's occaſional Conformity it 
one Particular, can't reaſonably be interpreted, an owning, tha 
there is notkirg in the Tublick Service, but what he can join in, if | 
8 . 3 

F. There is no Obligation that lies upon them to ſuch a con 
ſtant Communion as is urg'd by the Doctor. If Acts of Parliaf 
men. did now (as they do not) require this of us, what Evidenq; 
can be given, that God has lodg'd Eccleſiaſtical Government in 
Magiſtrate? No ſuch thing can be infer'd from the New TeftF, 
ment, or from the Original Contract, the Foundation of all C 
vil Power. If the Power of a Convocation, to make Laws for 
National Church, be urg'd, What Evidence is there, that Chr iz 
(who inſtituted no ſuch kind of Church) ever appointed any ſuc 
governing Power? What Evidence, that all Chriſtian Churche: 
who have a Power left them within themſelves, are oblig'd-t 
ſubmit to the Decrees of ſuch an unequal Repreſentation ? Or i 
fine, if the Command of the Biſhop in whoſe Dioceſs I live, t 
_ urgd, what Evidence can be given of my Obligation to acknouſſ; 
ledge him for my Paſtor or Biſhop, whom the Prince ſhall ay; 
point? Or what good Reaſon can there be, that I ſhould loc 
upon him as the Perſon whom J am to obey and ſubmit to, as ſ4Þ, 
over me by God to watch for my Soul, to whom I am a perfet 
Stranger, and like always, it may be, ſo to remain. 
Theſe things ought to be clear'd, and the Authority that ol 
liges Perſons ro be of the Eſtabliſh'd Communion, be made " 


* 


1 


by good Scripture-Evidence, which I am ſatisty d the Doctor has 
ot yet done. It may perhaps be ſaid, that by their own Pra- 


edge the Authority that . avi the Eſtabliſh'd Worſhip, and 
het efore are bound to a conſtant joining with it. But the An- 
wer to that is eaſy, for their Practice ſhews plainly, that they 
lo not acknowledge any ſuch Authority as is pretended, and their 
rated Diſſent is an avowing the contrary. By their Occafional 
ommunion therefore, they do teftify their Charity in an Action 
which they do judge lawtul ; and by their more ordinary and fix- 
d Communion with the Diffenters, they do proteſt againft che 
AvFmpoſing Power, which is fo very pernicious and prejudicial to 
Ine Chriftian Religion in this Nation, 


— 


ith the Conformiſts. And this he endeavours to anſwer, and 
he old Story of Obedience to Biſhops Returns, which need not 
Dc again conſider'd. | F 
The Doctor will do well to anſwer another Objection ; and 
hat is, that he himſelf is not in Charity with the Diſſenters. 
Pat he adds, I muſt earneſtly beg you, to allow your ſelf due time for 


V; impartiul Examination of your own Heart, whether you may not 


chal,ſ3bly deceive your ſelf, whilſt you think you are in Charity with us. 
J nis is not a very hard Queſtion to determine. A Man may 
now whether he believes thoſe that differ from him are good. 
colPhriftians, and whether he do's truly love all ſuch. The Doctor 
ria penly profeſſes that he has no ſuch Charity as this for us: But ] 
enqan affure him, that tis very poſſible for a Difſenter to be of this 
in Piſpoſition toward Church-men z and 1 make no doubt, but ma- 
eſt; Church-men (of a better Spirit than the Doctor) are of the 
1 CE:me Diſpoſition towards us. | 3 
for He adds, that there is too much Ground to ſuppoſe that you may poſ- 
hr i bly be thus deceiv'd, you your ſelf muſt acknowledge, if vou are not 
TUCBlrogether ignorant, what manner of Charity your Presbyterian Brethren, 
dne the Late great Rebellion between 1640, and 1660. ſhew'd to the 
Ut piſcopal Party in this Kingdom. f 

Or i In anſwer to which, it ought to be confider'd, what was the 
er behaviour of the Epiſcopal Party before 1649. Tis notorious 
NOVEich what a high hand they carry'd it toward us, they periecuted 
LAY; with an implacable Malice, an were endeavouring to bring 
loohis Nation under the vileft Slavery, both Civil and Religious. 


as {e nd when the Nation became ſenſible of their Danger. and be- 


-L1c\San to contend for the Civil Rights, it can't be wonder'd at, that 
ole who were unjuſtly oppreſs'd, ſhould take part with thoſe 

it oho oppos'd the Opprefſors. What was it they ſuffer'd from 
e oe Presbyterians, in compariſon of what they ſuffer'd from them 
tween 1662. and 1688? Were they uncapable of Living, 

| | D meerly 


ice, and by an Occaſional Submiſſion, theſe Perſons do acknow- | 


Next the Do#tor proceeds to the other part of the Objection, 
f Diſſenters being in Charity, tho not in conftant Communion 


1 

| 
{if 
\ 
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meerly for their being Epiſcopal ? Or were there any Hardſhip 
put upon them, like thoſe of the Oxford 5 Mile Act? Had the Dil. 
{enters been only depriv'd of their Livings in 1662. Had they not 
been depriv'd of the moſt ſacred Rights of Subjects, and been con 
tinually -harraſs'd, fin'd, impriſon'd, and deftrain'd upon, and 
that very much at the Inſtigation of the Clergy; had they not en 
dur'd ſuch a Series of bitter Reproaches and Calumnies, built offi 
many notorious Forgeries, the Doctor might with ſome face have 
mention'd theſe former Times. But fince the Epiſcopal Party 
have ſo abundantly repaid them to the utmoſt, whatever Hard 
ſhips they can pretend to have ſuffer'd at their Hands, in Mode 
ſty, he ought to have omitted this; Not to mention the extraordi. 
nary Charity ſhewn, at this very preſent, & your rethren to ibe Epiſf 
copal Party, in a Migdom not remote. To which Tanſwer, tha 
this Reflection is more unreaſonable than the former, in as much 
az the Barbarities us'd towards the Presbyterians in that King 
dom, did vaſtly exceed thoſe which were ſuffer'd by their Bre 
thren in Exgland. The Thumkins, Boot, and open Murders 
without ſo much as a Form of juftice, prattis'd in that Nation 
ſtrike a Man at the very thought of them with Horrour: Ant 


What is it that the Epiicopal Party ſuffer there, who are not de 


priv'd of Liberty of Conicience ? *Tis too plain, that a JacobitF' 


| Deſign is at the bottom of that Noiſe and Clamour which hz 


lately been made in this Nation about Scotland; but as the B-—| 


of $S—m has clear'd this Matter in his Speech in the Houſe « 


Lords, I {hall content my ſelf with ſetting down his Account 
the Matter, taking it out of the Annals of Queen Anne's Reign 
for the Year 1705. p. 206. He ſaid, © That as to the Scots Af 
% fairs, he was particularly acquainted with them, and thereforF* 
© would venture to ſpeak with the more Aſſurance : That th 
Scots Kirk's being eſtabliſh'd without a Toleration, was an un"! 
% fair Allegation 3 for there necded no Law for Toleration* 
* where there was no Law to inhibit. The Epiſcoparians we 
* not forbid to worſhip God their own way, being only exclude 
from Livings; and that there were at that time fourteen Epi 
* copal Meeting-houſes in Edinburgh as open as the Churches, a 
as freely rcſorted to; in ſeveral of which the Engliſh Liturg 
was us d; but, that in ſeveral of them the Queen was n( 


— 5 ill 


Aa 


_ © pray'd for. And the Bill for giving Patrons Liberty of confe 
© ing their Benefices on Clerks Epiſcopally Ordain'd, had pals 


5 
I 
( 
e (at leaſt the King had alow'd it) if they would have put mf | 
Ciaule to oblige then to take the Oath to the Governine [ 
but upon the offering that Clauſe, the Perſon that ſollicited 
et it drop. | ah 15 1 
Obj. 16. Tou mean well, and would fain do the beſt : He anſweſfe 
Any Papiſt, or ainy other miſguided Perſon will ſay the ſume: And mi q 
19t Lay the ſame to any Ciurch-man that pretends to ** as 
upp 


1 


| ppoſe they do: And if the Doctor thinks this is our laſt Refuge » 
Id that we are forc'd to flee to this when all our other Argu- 


this, nor is this any Objection of our making, but a Fancy of 
Mc Doctor's, which he thought would lerve handlomly to bring 
Mp the Rear of his vain Triumph. Where Men make ſuch a Pro- 
ſhon (as all honeſt Men muſt be ſuppos'd to do it on both des) 
d do not plainly contradict it, they are to be beitev'd, and that 
Would cauſe contending Partics to have more Charity than waar 
he Doctor exprefles in the next words, viz. And you muſt reme m- 
r, that tho God will undoubtedly make Allowances for Uprighmeſs of 
: tention, where uſe has been made of all due means preſcrio'd by God for 
.Wderſtanding the Truth, yet this can't be 1ook'd upon to be your Caſe, who 
uſe to make uſe of the Ordinary Means appointed by God for your In- 
action; becauſe you refuſe to be guided by your Pariſh- Miniſter, 
om God has appointed to guide you in all Points of Difficulty. 
But, 1. How do's it appear that God has appointed the Pariſk- 
iniſter to be my Guide? . 
2. Who is to be Judge, which are Points of Difficulty 2 Muft I 
e the Pariſh-Minifter's Word for that as well as for the Reſo- 
tion? What can the Papiſts defire more? Suppole a Man ſhould 
ve Recourle ro the Doctor, (as his Pariſh-Miniſter) 
ha fo his Writings, which the Doctor thinks better, Pag. 43. 
— $d conſults him upon the Point ot Conformity, and ha- 
ſe g confider'd his Reaſons, finds them weak and trifling, muſt 
ir be guided by him, in ſpite of his own Judgment, that he is in 
eig . wrong? | | | 
« AFL he Doctor miſtakes, when he goes about to perſwade the Diſ- 
eforbters to an implicit Faith, and blind Obedience; they are very 
r thÞcÞ diſpos'd to ſee with their own Eyes, and to believe no Do- 
n ulline any further than they ſee the Proof of it, and to own no 
atiolthority without ſome good Reaſon to convince them of the 
werfÞtfulneſs of it. And as to the Sincerity of our Intentions, we 
judo n the Doctor that he would leave that to God to judge of; tis 
 Epiſþce Point, and requires a more diſcerning, calm, and impar- 
8, an} Judgment to ſearch into it than the Doctor is Maſter of: Let 
itur gh remember that he is a fallible Creature, liable to miſtake in 
as ning, and therefore let him beware of raſh judging the Secrets 
onfe len, and their Eternal States. For tho an unrighteous Judg- 
| paſsÞt makes no Alteration in the Cale of thoſe who are judg'd, 
ut inf] the Conſequence of it (being fo detperately miſchievous to 
amen Perſons themſelves, who take upon them to judge and con- 
ited ihn their Neighbours) ſhould be more aw fully thought of by 
Doctor than it ſeems to be. 
nſweſfod forbid J ſhould judge any Man, who profeſſes to believe, 
1 m499 all that is requir'd in order to Salvation, and do's not con- 
;, ase his Profeſſion by a wicked Life. Such a Man, let him be 
upp | Se Wt Presby- 


Hents are anſwer d, he is much miſtaken ; We need no ſuch ſhift 


the Diſſenters Principles and Practices. 


361 
Presbyterian Independent, Epiſcopal, or Anabaptiſt, ſhall be 
fincerely Lov'd and Hononr'd by me, and with all ſuch I always! 
profeſs a readineſs to hold Communion, ſo it may be done with 
the Omiſſion of doubtful Diſputations. 5 
have now gone over his Objections, except thoſe that are pecu: 
liar to himſelf, and of them, and his Conclufion, I ſhall not need 
to ſpeak, becauſe they do not at all affect the Cauſe of the Dil 
8 VTV 
I ſhall only take a view of his Poſtſcript, where there is no 
want of Malice and bitter Zeal, but the Doctor is ſo kind as to 
qualifie it with an Antidote that will prevent our receiving am 
hurt by it, T mean the ſuperabundant Sillineſs and Weakneſs of 1 
1. Then he gives us a Specimen of the Diſagreement betweet 


I have ſpoken to the two firſt of his Inftances in my other Let; 
ter; His 2d Inſtance is, That it is the Diſſenters Principle, tha 
kneeling at the Sacrament is not to be allow'd of, as being Popiſh ar 
Super/tirious 3 and for their Practice he tells us, that the Diſſente 
do, notwithſtanding, kneel at 1he Sacrament, in order to qualifie them 
ſelves for Places or Offices : Than which nothing can be more R 
diculous. How eatie were it to retort this on the Church-men 
by comparing one Church-man with another, or the ſame Me 
with themſelves; namely, their Principles about Obedience 
the Prince, and their Practice directly oppoſite to it. 

But I ack whether this Learned Doctor do's not know th 
the Diſſenters are not all of one Mind in this Matter ? Or, do 
he know that the ſame Men hold that Principle, and yet act in 
direct Oppoſition to it? He knows, all thoſe that receive tt 
Sacrament kneeling, do ſay, they do not judge it unlawful fo F 
do; and the other fort of Diſſenters, who think kneeling at ti 
Sacrament Unlawful, are ſuch as never Communicate with t 
Church. The Gentlemen in the Houſe of Commons, who co! 
tended fo earneftly for the Occational Bill, yet took notice 
this; and it might ſeem ſtrange the Doctor ſhould over-look 
were it not that he ſhews himſelf reſolv'd to venture at af 
thing, ſo he may but reproach and villifie the Diſſenters. 
In his 4th Inftance, he ſets down this as our Principle, *7is 
perſtitious aud Popiſh to adorn Churches, or make them Fine and Be 
* tiful - And our Practice he repreſents, that ſeveral Meeting-Hoi 
of the Diſſ-nters, of late Tears Eretted, are, rorwithſtanding, built m 
mote Srarcly and Fine, than moſt of our Pariſh=Churches, lam a p 
tect Stranger to this Principle of the Diſſenters, which the 1 
Cor taiks of, as may be ſeen by a Paſſage in my former Let 
wrote before I read this. The Diſſenters do indeed judge 
anlawful to adorn placcs of Worſhip with Pictures and Crucifis 
and I ſuppole the Doctor can't charge them with any thing 
ale: Bus as to the height of theBuilding, it is certainly a vi 
| | O1 


"me ” — 
Et Convenience and Advantage to the People, who meet in 
upon more accounts than one: And I know none who think 
Wt tis Superſtitious or Popiſh to have the place of Worſhip 
cent and Handſome, tho' they judge, that where the Circum- 
nces of a People will not reach to what is deſirable, they may 
ertheleſs acce ptahly worſhip God. And herein the Confor- 
ſts muſt be ſuppos'd to agree with them: For as they have 
ir Stately Cathedrals, ſo they have ſome Pariſh-Churches 
ich are ſufficiently Mean, and which being only Thatch'd, 
ght in Reaſoa check the Humour of ſome I: opie, that deſpiſe 
ande Diſſenters Worſhip upon that account. But if this be the 
of iFinciple of any Diſſenters, I will freely diſown it, and declare, 
veelham ſo far from it, that I wiſh the Diſſenters had as Fine and 
zautiful Places of Worſhip in every Town in England, as thoſe 
Lethe Doctor {peaks of, which have been Erected of late Years. 
tha His other Inſtance J have ſpoken of before. 1 
2. Next he gives us a Specimen of the Agreement between ſome 
rinciples and Fractices of the Diſſenters and Tapiſts. 
1, The Papiſts make it their Buſineſs to ſeduce and draw off the Peo- 
Ne from the Communion of the Church of England, The Diſſenters 

ate it the ir Buſineſs to do the very ſame, . 
This is admirably Profound ! The Papiſts would draw Men 
de Ine way, and the Diſſenters would draw them quite the contra- 

y, and therefore there muſt be a marvellous Content and A- 
- th&ceement between them: All Parties think themſelves in the 
„do Right; and like to have others of their Mind. But I would ask 
F in he Doctor whether he do's not think, that the Papiſts are as 
> tilling to ſeduce Perſons from the Communion of the Diſſenters, 
ſo Ind whether there be not therefore as perfect an Agreement in 
his Matter between them and the Church of England? And 
ow eaſily could I run the Parallel as far as the Doctor has done, 
of Fond of writing ſuch filly Poſtſcripts. The Papiſts and the 
hurch-men agree in ſeducing Men, and drawing them from the 
Diſſenters to Dioceſan Epiſcopacy, to Forms of Prayer, to bow- 
t Ing toward the Altar, and at the Name of Jeſus, to kneeling at 
he Sacrament, and the uſe of the Croſs in Baptiſm ; and the 
Papiſts uſe ſome of the ſame Methods with the Doctor; Urge an 
Fmplicit Faich in Church-Guides, endeavour to fright People into 

heir Communion, by impudently damning all thoſe that ſepa- 
rate from them, &5c. + . 

His 2d, 3d and 4th Inſtances I have already conſider' d. 

5. The Papiſts pretend to Miracles, and Extraordinary Gif1s, and that 
Le:therr chief Guide, the Pope, is inſpir d, or more immediately aſſiſted and | 
dd directed by the Spirit, The Diſſenters likewiſe pretend, that their | 
eachers are more ſpiritually Gifted than our Epiſcopal Clergy, and that \ 

their Guides are ( mary, if not all of them ) inſpir'd, or more immedi- | 
Narehy aſſiſted and directed by the Spirit. 


Poor 
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Poor trifling! The Papiſts pretend to Miracles and extraordi 
nary Gifts; Do the Diſſenters pretend to any ſuch thing? Wha 
are the Miracles they boaſt of? Do's the Doctor think the AGM 
tance of God's Spirit a thing extraordinary in the Chriftial 
Church ? Is it not what every fincere Chriftian certainly has? 
it not ſure, that if any Man have not the Spirit of Chriſt, he i 
none of Chriſt's ? Kom. 8. 9. The Diſſenters do indeed Praj 
for the Aſſiſtance of the Spirit, and hope they enjoy a Meaſure of 
it, according to the Aſſurance which Chriſt has given us, Thy 
our Heavenly Father will give bis Holy Spirit to thoſe that ask him 

Luke 11. 13. And they have che Charity to think this is not 
peculiar to themſelves. The Papiſts indeed do pretend that thi 
Pope is inſpir'd, or more immediately aſſiſted and directed by the 
Spirit: But do they not pretend that he is render'd hereby in 
_ fallible ? Did they only pretend to his being immediately afliftedi 
às Other Chriſtians are, (who may notwithſtanding err) whoſi 
would deny it, ſuppoſing he appear'd to be a good Chriſtian ? 
But why do's the Doctor ſay the Diſſenters pretend their Guides 
are inſpir'd? Is that a word which they ever apply to themſelves ? 
Or do they pretend to that Infallibility which Inſpiration (in 
the common Senſe of the Word ) do's carry along with it? Do 
they pretend to impoſe any thing they lay upon the People on 
this ſcore ? Do they not openly declare andavow ro their Hear-F 
_ ers, that they are no farther to be believ'd, than as what they 
ſay is contain'd in the Scripture, or by juſt Conſequence deduc'di 
from it? If Inſpiration be taken only in a Lax Senſe, for the 
| Aſſiſtance of the Spirit, the Diſſenters know that the Church- 
| men pretend to it as well as themſelves. I would fain elſe un- 
deerſtand the 13th Article; Works done before the Grace of 
“ Chrift, and the Inſpiration of his Spirit, are not pleaſant to God. 
a Or the Collect for the 5th Sunday after Eaſter; O Lord, from | 
5 u hom all good things do come, grant to us, they humble Ser- 
« vants, that by thy holy Inſpiration we may think thole things 
+ that be good, ee. 

Or if the Doctor pretends to nothing of this, I would fain 
know how he could anſwer the Queſtion propounded to him when 
14 he was made a Deacon? When the Biſhop ask'd him, Do you 
\ truſt that you are !wardly mov d by the Holy Ghoſt, to take upon 

vou this Office? How could he anſwer, I truſt ſo f I know no 
Difſenters that carry the Matter higher than this, It follows, 


* s hence ariſes N. B. one remartabl: Difference berween the Diſ- 
0 ſenters and Papiſts. The Papiſts acknowledge but one ( viz. the chief ) 
Wi of their Spiritual Guides to be inſpir'd, or more tmmeduately aſſiſted and 
[Fl | Airected by the Spirit, and him they call the Pop:. The Diſſenters pre- 
i tend that many (if not al! ) of their Spiritual Guides are inſpir d, or 


7 more immediately aſiſted and direited by the Spirit, and ſo have among 
0 them many Topes. ee e 
Do's 
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1 Does the Doctor believe what he ſays to be true? If he does, 


ha ought to underſtand our Opinion better, before he writes 
MU inſt us, and not raſhly charge us with what we poſitively 
tia >ny, ip the lame Senſe that the Church-men do. For I doubt 


yt but they will own, that notwithſtanding God gives his 
irit to Chriſtians in general, yet there are ſome ſpecial Pro- 
iſes of Chriſt's Preſence made to Miniſters, upon which they 
ay depend, not only in that Work which is common to them 
d other Chriſtians, but in that which is peculiarly theirs, I 
ean the Diſcharge of the Miniſterial Function. And there- 
re it is too plain, the Doctor has here taken part with the 
eat Accuſer. OP Fee 3 

can't but commend to the Doctor this Caution, as a Friend, 
at he would beware of bantering about the Work of the Spi- 
t: *Tis too ſerious a Matter to be thus ridicul'd: And I am 


"_ ly perſwaded, that the Neglect of this Caution will never 
al e of Service to his Cauſe. For they who know how neceſlary 


e Aſſiſlance of the Spirit is, and make this the matter of 
eir earneſt and daily Prayer to God, will be very apt to ſuſ- 
& (in ſpite of all his Arguments) that he that can turn the 
ſſiſtance of God's Spirit into a Banter, does ſome way or o- 
er-quench the Spirit. . 
hey Since it thus appears from the foregoing Specimen, that all the 
1Calpirer/aries of the Church of England promote the ſame common 
theſ$, viz. Toer), and that by many the ſame common Attifices 5, 
ch. ought therefore to be 2 conſider d, whether they may not all be 
un- 1) properly comprehended under the general Name of Tupiſts? and 
of Le ſub-diſtinguiſh'd into. Roman Catholick Papiſts on the one 
od. Hud; and on the other hand, into fanatical Papiſts, otherwiſe 
om N Diſſenters. | POE 
I would fain know of the Doctor, why he is offended with 
ngs Ne Diflenters, when they accufe the Conformiſts as ſymboli- 
ing with the Papiſts, and yet is ſo free to brand them as Pa- 
Ain (pits? And what diſlinctive Point of Popery do they maintain? 
nen cannot think of one thing, wherein the Conformiſts differ 
you om the Papiſts, wherein the Diſſenters do not differ from 
zon em alſo; and there are ſome things more, wherein they 
no fiffer from them both. So that they muſt be reputed and 
am'd Papiſts, not becauſe they are leſs, but more oppoſite and 
D/ Pntrary to the — — than ſome of their Neighbours: So that 
F) Þ imitate the Doctor in his way of Diſcourſe 
aud other Places; the reaſon why we muſt be P. 40. & p. 38. 
re- Ill'd Papiſts, is, becauſe we are not Papiſts, Of his other 
or Ind his Addition of Faratical, is as ab- Letter. 
ong Id and ridiculous as the other. We own | 
t one Notion about the Influence of the Spirit, which we are 
| | 3 


Church of England, as well as by the Scriptures. 
0 right and moſt ready way to bring in Popery. | 


ſuch Terms being impos'd, there muſt of neceſſity a Diviſic 


Oppoſition to the Diſſenters and Moderate Church-men. A 
there is evidently more Danger from the Oppoſition of ti 


ny Diſagreement between them and the Diſſenters: And it 
the Union of theſe two that has kept out Popery, which h 


a great meaſure at leaſt) and ſo to remove the Danger that ariſ 
from it. Or it is rather in the Power of the Parliament, 


L 40 1 


not able to confirm by the Articles, Liturgy, Oc. of ad 


As @ Farewell, the Doctor tells us, That we dre taking if 


In anſwer to which I ſay, 1. That we are very ſenfible thi 
our Divifions are an Advantage to the Papiſts, who would( 
therwiſe never have been ſo zealous to divide us, or made uf 
of ſuch Tools to ferew Matters to the utmoſt height in 1665 
in order to the diyiding of us. They knew for certain, thi 


enſue, and Popiſh Counlels were at the bottom of all the 8 
verities us 4 againſt us. And it will be to the perpetual Rf 
proach of thoſe that were concern'd in thoſe Affairs in 1668 
that they did (for ought appears) wilfully and induſtriou{ 
cauſe a Diviſion, which any one might ſee, could ſerve nod 
ther than a Popiſh Intereſt,  —__ | 
2. *Tis too plain who are now moſt ſerviceable to the Popi 
Cauſe, even thoſe who are united in Counſels with them, 
the facobites and High Church-men actually are; and that 


High-Church againſt the Moderate Church- men, than from 


otherwiſe overflow'd this Nation. WT 
3. Tis in the Power of the Church to end the Diviſion ( 


remove thoſe things that keep the Breach wide open; but t 
loud Noiſe, and empty Clamour of the High Part of the Cle 
gy, hinder it. So that whatever the Advantage be which 
Papiſts gain by our Diviſions, it is wholly chargeable on t 
Conformiſts fide. For, UT, 

4. We are not able on our fide to end the Diviſion. We 4 
heartily ſorry, not only that the Papiſts may reap Advantay 
hereby, but for many other Miſchiefs that are owing to tt 
ſame Cauſe. But we cannot part with our Conſciences to ket 
out Popery; nor muſt we do Evil, that Good may come of it. 

And thus, Sir, I have conſider'd the Doctor's Arguments 
gainſt us, which Iam well ſatisfy'd, are not like to do us ha 
the Miſchief, which from his own Uncharitablenets (witho! 
Repentance) is like to accrue to himſelf.” That God wou 
therefore give him true Repentance, ſhall be fincerely my Pra 
er for him; and therein, I doubt not, your Religion and It 
clination will engage Join with, WANT 


STR, Yours, &c. 
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